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"Solution of the Women's Question in Uzbekistan and ite International 
Significance" 


Our era ie characterized by the strong growth of the struggle of the people's 
masses against all forms of social and national oppression. Participants in 
the international democratic women's movement are also marching in the front 
ranks of the fighters for peace, social progress and cooperation between peo- 
ples. They are inspired by the brilliant solution of the women's question 
in the socialist countries, primarily the USSR, and Soviet women's remark- 
able achievements in all areas of socialist and communist building. 


The path toward the emancipation of women workers and insuring their genuine 
equality in all walks of life was signposted by the great Lenin, who revealed 
the role and place of the women's question as a component of the overall 
question of socialist revolution. 


V. I. Lenin devoted a number of special articles and speeches such as “The 
Tasks of the Women Workers Movement in the Soviet Republic,"* "Internation- 
al Women Workers Day,"* "Soviet Power and the Woman's Position,"’ "To Women 
Workers"* and others to the women's question which revealed the role and 
significance of the working class's women's reserves in the cause of the 
victory and reinforcement of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the 
development of Soviet democracy and signposted the paths of the elimination 
of women's social inequality and their actual emancipation. 


Other of Lenin's works also contain numerous statements on the women's ques- 
tion connected with different aspects of the international workers movement 
and the preparation and victory of the Great October Socialist Revolution, 
the tasks of socialist building in our country and so forth. 


Fighting relentlessly for women's equality, V. I. Lenin emphasized: ‘There 
can be no socialist revolution if the vast proportion of working women does 
not take a significant part therein. "> 














V. -. Lenin followed with particular interest the awakening of the women of 
the Soviet East, who had been oppressed and downtrodden for centuries. ‘Who 
can now etill doubt the victory of the world proletarian revolution,” he said 
in 1921, “if even the most enslaved of the enslaved and the most oppressed 

of the oppressed are rising up to fight for their liberation on the paths of 
socialism, "6 


And, indeed, in prerevolutionary Turkestan, for example, the woman was three 
times 4 slave--she was subjected to social and national oppression and was at 
the same time a victim of the shari'a and adat--the religious and "custom- 
ary’ laws which demanded her unquestioning subordination to the male. 


Soviet power could not reconcile itself with this position of the millions- 
strong women masses. The “Declaration of the Rights of the Russian Peoples" 
solemmly proclaimed the equality of citizens without distinction as to sex, 
race, national origin, religious belief and social position. The equality 
of women proclaimed in this historic document was legislatively recorded by 
the first Soviet Constitution of 1918, article 64 of which granted them suf- 
frage and the right to be elected to all organs of state power. The decrees 
"Introduction of Equal Pay for Equal Work for Women and Men" and "Protection 
of Mother and Child,"’ which were issued in the same period, did away entire- 
ly with the old tsarist laws, which humiliated and enslaved the woman and 
which V. I. Lenin termed “unprecedentedly shameful, repulsively dirty and 
brutally crude.” 


Despite the tremendous difficulties of the first years of Soviet power, the 
party and government embarked on the practical fulfillment of the program of 
the Russian Communist Party (Bol'sheviks) with respect to the women's ques- 
tion. 


As of fall 1919 special women's departments came to be set up throughout the 
country, including Turkestan, whose task was to perform political work among 
the women, create a women's aktiv and prepare and implement various measures 
aimed at securing not only the legal but also actual equality of women. 


A decree of the Turkestan Central Executive Committee in 1921 set the marital 
age for women at 16 to counterbalance the marital age of 9 according to the 
shari'a and prohibited polygamy, bride money and forced marriage. The 
statutes of Soviet power, which accorded women equal rights with men in all 
spheres of political, economic and cultural life, were ratified. 


The delegate meetings, which actively contributed to enlisting the women's 
masses in the work of the soviet authorities, joint labor and the labor 
unions, played a big part in the struggle for women's emancipation. 


A distinctive form of organizational-political and cultural-educational work 
among the women of indigenous nationalities were the women's clubs, corners, 
red yurts and female peasant homes, in which meetings, gatherings, talks and 
legal advice sessions were conducted, and various circles operated. The 








Clubs trained for industry the first Uzbek female workers, teachers for the 
elimination-of-illiteracy schools and educators for the nurseries and creches, 
organized the first producers’ artelea, inculcated cultural skills in the wo- 
men and helped eliminate their iiliteracy. The first establishments for the 
protection of mother and child, women's and children's consultation clinics 
and creches and nurseries were created in the clubs. 


A decisive stage of the struggle for the equality of women of local national- 
ity was the "Khudzhum" ("offensive"), which was developed in 1927 on the 
initiative of the Central Asia Bureau of the All-Russian Communist Party 
(Bol'sheviks) Central Committee and the communist parties and governments of 
Uzbekistan and the other Central Asian republics. 


Women's emancipation was conducted under the conditions of acute clase strug- 
gle. The exploiter elements hindered solution of the women's question to 

the utmost, unleashing slander, threats and open terror. But nothing could 
stop the women's masses’ growing thirst for a new, bright life. 





The actual emancipation of Uzbek women was consolidated in the period of the 
first 5-year plans, when socialist industrialization, the collectivization 
of agriculture and the cultural revolution were successfully accomplished. 
In these years tens and hundreds of thousands of Uzbek women were enlisted 
in work in industrial enterprises, on kolkhozes and sovkhozes and in cultur- 
al establishments. The creative activeness of the women workers of city and 
countryside grew constantly. The best of them joined the party and Komsomol 
and were promoted to responsible party, state, economic and social work. 


Thus together with other most important social questions the women's ques- 
tion was also solved in the course of building socialism. 


The greatness of spirit and unbending will of our women which had been nur- 
tured by the party and their devotion and loyalty to and love for the father- 
land and boundless persistence in labor and heroism at the front were mani- 
fested particularly forcefully in the harsh days of the Great Patriotic War. 


Among those who defended the motherland's liberty and independence with wea- 
pon in hand were 6,000 women from Uzbekistan. The names of the illustrious 
daughters of Uzbekistan--the snipers Zebo Ganiyeva and Roza Ibragimova and 
the legendary radio operators Yelena Stempkovskaya and M. Shcherbachenko, 
Rakhima Alimova, Khasiyat Usmanova, Sara Shukurova and many others whose 
combat deeds were commemorated with military orders and medals and the high 
title of Hero of the Soviet Union--will remain in the memory forever. 





Hundreds of thousands of Uzbekistan women labored heroically in the plants 
and factories and in the cottonfields and in the animal husbandry sections 
and selflessly forged victory over the enemy. 
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The spiritual beauty of the Uzbek woman was strikingly displayed in concern 
for the upbringing of evacuated children made destitute by che war. The 
best features of the Soviet female worker and patriot-internationalist were 
reflected in this nationwide movement. 


Some 35 years have elapsed since the time of our victory. A society of de- 
veloped socialism has been built and a qualitatively new historical community 
of people--the Soviet people--has taken shape in these years in the USSR, 
including Uzbekistan. Our economy and culture have achieved further pros- 
perity, and Soviet people's well-being has increased immeasurably. And So- 
viet women, including the illustrious daughters of Uzbekistan, have made and 
are continuing to make a worthy contribution to all these splendid accomplish- 
ments realized by the Soviet people. 


According to 1978 data, 1,597,000 women or 43 percent of the republic's work- 
ers and employees were employed in the Uzbek SSR economy alone. 


Hundreds of thousands of female workers are shock workers of communist labor, 
inventors, efficiency experts and production innovators. 


The women of Uzbekistan represent a big force in kolkhoz and sovkhoz produc- 
tion. More than 3,000 women work as tractor drivers and operatorsof cotton- 
harvesting machinery, and 3,200 women are agronomists, animal specialists 
and veterinarians. Many are successfully managing kolkhozes and sovkhozes. 
The names of the illustrious captains of the “blue ships" Tursuna Akhunova, 
Svetlana Prodan, Chinnikhol Khudoyarova, Mariya Kovaleva and many others 

are widely known. 


Major successes have been scored in drawing the women of local nationalities 
into cultural building and in the formation of their new spiritual makeup, 
which is rich in content. Their former illiteracy and ignorance have gone 
forever. 


Today women are a big force in science. Among Uzbekistan's scientific as- 
sistants there are over 12,000 women, these including 110 doctors and over 
3,000 candidates of sciences. Of the total number of female scientific 
workers, 69 have the academic titles of academician, corresponding member 
and professor, and 761 are assistant professors. 


Women's participation in the organs of state administration is becoming 
increasingly extensive under the conditions of the developed socialist so- 
clety. Thus 26 women were elected to the Council of the Union of the USSR 
Supreme Soviet of the 10th Convocation from the Uzbek SSR. They included 
N. M. Makhmudova, chairman of the Uzbek Council of Labor Unions, T. D. 
Makleyeva, electrician at the Tashkent Aviation Association imeni V. P. 
Chkalov, T. Repledauae, machine operator of Syrdar'inskiy Rayon's "Malik" 
Kolkhoz, and others. 10 











Among the deputies of the Uzbek SSR Supreme Soviet of the 10th Convocation, 
344.9 percent are women, and 36.8 percent are women in the Karakalpakskaya 
ASSR Supreme Soviet. The loca) soviets of the Uzbek SSR now have over 49,400 
women or 48.4 percent of the deputies. 


While attaching tremendous significance to women's active participation in 
the building of communism and the running of all the affairs of society the 
Communist Party is enhancing the role of the woman in the home and that of 
the mother who is raising a generation of creators of the new society, 
patriots and courageous defenders of the socialist motherland. 


The honorarytitle of "hero-mother" has been bestowed on 44,600 women of the 
republic. The total amount of benefits to mothers with large families and 
Single mothers constitutes R98 million a year. The system of the protection 
of mother and child which was set up in the years of Soviet power provides 
for free medical services for mothers and children and all the working peo- 
ple of the country. Leave with full pay for pregnancy and childbirth for 
all working women, irrespective of their length of service, was introduced 
in the country on 1 December 1973. The number of days with pay for caring 
for a sick child has been increased. 


The network of women's consultation clinics and children's polyclinics and 
outpatient departments is developing constantly. The republic had 1,001 of 
them in 1976 compared with 618 in 1965.11 


Our women are responding to the tremendous concern of the CPSU and the So- 
viet state with a further growth of labor and sociopolitical activeness and 
a multiplication of their contribution to the general cause of building com- 
munism. 


The bright, creative life and happy fate of Soviet women graphically testi- 
fies to the advantages of the socialist, sole correct path of the solution 
of the women's question, The experience of emancipation and of the guar- 
anteed genuine equality of women in the USSR, primarily in the republics of 
the Soviet East, is of tremendous international significance. It serves as 
a true compass for hundreds of millions of women workers of the capitalist 
countries. 


The position of women in the Uzbek SSR and the other fraternal union repub- 
lics is in striking contrast to the difficult lot of working women in the 
so-called "free world," where women are in the position of "second-class 
citizens" and are subjected to all kinds of discrimination. Thus in Britain 
the average wage of working women is more than 40 percent lower than that 

of men doing the same work. In Japan this discrepancy is a high as 50 per- 
cent. 


In the United States the capitalists paying women a lower wage than men 
profit by this to the tune of $63 billion a year, and to the tune of 1.2 








billion pounds sterling in Britain. The pos/tion of women of the national 
minorities is particularly difficult. They are employed, as a rule, in 
unskilled and the lowest.paid work. 


In the capitalist countries women constitute a negligible percentage of 
engineering-technical personnel, doctors, high-level government employees, 
lawyers, architects and so forth. For example, in the United States women 
constitute approximately only 2 percent of engineers, 6 percent of sci- 
entific assistants and 3.4 percent of the highest government employees. 


Elderly women are also subjected to open discrimination. In a number of 
Western countries they receive a considerably smaller pension than men. 
Lillian Ginsburg, a senior citizen from New York, told a NEW YORK TIMES 
correspondent: ‘Being old in this city is the seme as being dead." "You 
might aswell be dead as old in this city." 


Women of the capitalist countries actually have limited political rights. 
The following fact is indicative: there are less women in all the bourgeois 
parliaments together than in the USSR Supreme Soviet. Women constitute 

only 4 percent of the House of Representatives--the lower chamber of the 
U.S. Congress--and there are none at all in the upper chamber. Women con- 
stitute 3 percent of Japanese and 3.68 percent of French parliamentarians. !2 


Progressive politicians, writers, journalists, scholars and other repre- 
sentatives of the foreign public note that nowhere in the world does a 
woman have such extensive rights and benefits as in the USSR and make 
particular reference to the progress made in this respect in the republics 
of the Soviet East, including the Uzbek SSR. 


The well-known Canadian writer and commentator Dyson Carter declared, after 
a visit to Soviet Uzbekistan: "...In no single Western country have \ er 
scaled such heights in their social position as here in Uzbekistan."1/ The 
female British journalist Tillet described the position of women in her 
country and in the Uzbek SSR thus: "From what I have seen here I have 
realized that your women have more opportunities for participating in the 
republic's social life and acquiring a profession. In Britain women always 
have the opportunity to receive an education, but it is very difficult for 
them to find a job and apply their knowledge. If they are married, it is 
virtually impossible for British women to work in their specialty. In your 
republic there is an extensive network of children's establishments, and 
this gives women the chance to perform socially useful work."14 


The "Soviet Woman" exhibition was held at the end of 1979 in four U.S. 
cities. Approximately 250,000 people visited it. They saw thousands of 
exhibits graphically testifying to the successful solution of the women's 
question in the USSR. There was particular interest in the material char- 
acterizing the tremendous changes which have occurred in the years of So- 
viet power in ybe position of the women of Central Asia, including those 
of Uzbekistan. 














Taking the Soviet experience of the solution of the women's question as a 
basis, other socialist countries implemented extensive measures for women's 
actual emancipation. Their achievements in this sphere convincingly con- 
firm the natural pattern of the fundamental change in women's position and 
in their role and place in society under the conditions of socialiam. 


The brilliant solution of the women's question in the USSR and the other 
socialist countries is inspiring the broad public of the developing coun- 
tries, particularly those which have opted for a socialist orientation, 

to struggle for women's emancipation. For example, committees of the Re- 
volutionary Alliance of Guinean Women have been created, a network of chil- 
dren's establishments has been organized, the equal remuneration of men and 
women for equal work has been introduced and so forth in Guinea. 


Similar measures are being implemented in other Afro-Asian countries which 
have embarked on a path of a socialist orientation. 


The progressive community's struggle for women's equality is also intensi- 
fying where capital still rules. And everywhere the fighters for women's 
rights cite the experience of the solution of the women's question in the 
socialist world. 


All this convincingly confirms the tremendous international significance 
of the guaranteed genuine equality of women in the USSR, including Uzbeki- 
stan. The experience of women's emancipation in our country has graphically 
shown that only the victory of socialism insures the successful solution of 
the most complex social problems, including the real equality of women and 
their happy, free and creative life. 

FOOTNOTES 
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A actentific conference on the subject “Topical Ques- 
tione of the [Ideological Struggle at the Current Stage 
and the Taske of the Social Sciences in Usbekistan,” 
which was organized by the Usbek SSR Academy of Sciences 
and the Usbek SSR Ministry of Higher and Secondary Spe- 
Clalized Education, was held on 27 December 1979. Thir- 
teen reporte were delivered at the conference, the ma~ 
terial of which is the basis for the articles below. 


E. Yu. Yusupov: “Topical Questions of the Ideological Struggle and the 
Taske of Usbekistan's Social Scientiate" 


The Communiet Party is devoting the most unremitting attention to Soviet 
people's ideological-political education. This is particularly important 
today, under the conditions of the exacerbation of the ideological strug- 
gle in the international arena and imperialiem's escalation of "psychologi- 
cal warfare" against our country and the fraternal socialist states. 


It ie difficult to exaggerate the significance of the recent all-union con- 
ference of ideological workers for the spiritual life of our soctety and 
for Soviet people's life and work. 


The conference summed up the first results of the implementation of the mea~ 
sures outlined by the CPSU Central Committee in the decree "A Further Im 
provement in Ideological and Political Education Work, examined the paths 

of an improvement in propaganda and agitation and all forms and means of 
ideological-political, labor and moral training and observed that the ful- 
fillment of such a capacious decree is a complex and really creative busi- 
ness. 


The decree emphasizes particularly that “the authority of the teaching of 
Marx, Engele and Lenin is higher and the strength of its ideological impact 
and the force of example of real socialism are greater in our time than 
ever before." It is precisely thie which terrifies our iase enemy, 

whence the frenzied attacks on Marxism-Leninism and wh.ace also the con- 
siderable vivification of all kinds of bourgeois and petit bourgeois 
falsifications of Marxism-Leninism and the appearance of increasingly 
subtle revisionist and reformist interpretations of Marxiem. 


it is well known that centers for propagandizing the ideas of anticommunisa 
have been set up in the capitalist countries. The unscientific ides in 
the sphere of “Sovietology” are acquiring the status of a "scientific 
discipline.” 


The existing network of Sovietological establishments is highly differen- 
tiated with regard to function. The majority of centers undertakes a 
comprehensive stody of the socialist countries in accordance with the 
methods of so-called “area studies,” that is, enlisting specialists of dif- 


ferent branches of the social sciences: historians, economists, sociologists, 


demographers, philologists and others. 


ll 











Eatabliahments came to be set up at the start of the 1970's which were 
geared to a atudy of individual regions of the Soviet Union and branches 
of the social sciences or problems of the domestic policy of the USSR, 
Thus centers for the study of Soviet Asia were set up at Harvard and at the 
University of Southern California, and centers for studying other regions 
were created at a number of other colleges. All thie work is coordinated 
by @ center with the name of "Study Program for Soviet Nationality Prob- 
lems" headed by Prof Edward Allworth which has been created at Columbia 
University. Particular attention is paid there to theoretical problem of 
the CPSU's nationality policy and also to the development of the USSR's 
Turkic-sepeaking republics. 


These establishments are called upon to provide “scientific” recommenda- 
tions on the etruggle against the theory and practice of world communiem 
and the national liberation movement. The head establishment among them is 
the Hoover Inetitute of War, Revolution and Peace, which is now 60 years 
old. The basic task was formulated by ite founder Herbert Hoover, who de- 
clared: “Research work and publications should reveal the harm of the 
doctrine of Karl Marx, be it communiem, socialism or atheism, so as to thus 
protect the American way of life from these ideologies.” 


As Hoover demanded, for many decades the inetitute has concentrated ite ef- 
forts on falsifying Marxism-Leninism and the history and practice of the 
world communist movement. 


Similar areas are being developed in the Institute for the Study of Inter- 
national Relations, which until 1975 was called the Inatitute for the Study 
of Communiem of Columbia University (director--Z. Brzezinski), Boston Col- 
lege's Inatitute of Marxist Thought, Colorado University's Institute of 
Democracy and Communism and in a number of others. 


It must be said that, in addition to the publication of scientific works 
and the compilation of secret documents for government bodies, many Sovie- 
tological centers train research personnel in the field of study of the USSR 
and the other socialist countries. 


The following, far from complete, information may provide an idea of the 
scale of the training of this personnel: in 20 years (1950-1970) 5,666 
persons received a Bachelor's Degree in this field, and 2,514 a Master's. 
With the official recognition of Sovietology as an independent discipline 
the number of doctoral theses defended in this field increased sharply. 
Some 1,900 theses were defended in 20 years (1950-1970), and 1,626 doctoral 
theses were accepted altogether in the period 1971-1976 (data from the 
journal SURVEY). 


The "American Bibliography of Slavonic and East European Studies," which 
came out in 1975, cites figures showing that of the 4,009 books and journal 
articles, approximately 3,000 books and articles were devoted to the Soviet 
Union. The articles were printed in 69 journalse--scientific, popular, 
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women's, religious, youth and others published in various U.S. cities and 
in other capitalist countries, The Sovietologists' professional organiza- 
tions publish their own journals and bulletine. The moat widely distributed 
Outside the United States is the journal PROBLEMS OF COMMUNISM, 


There ia 4 number of periodical publications of individual centers and col- 
leges. In particular, Harvard has an organ entitled CRITICISM (ceveted to 
Soviet history); and Pittsburgh University publishes four journals, among 
which are THE SOVIET UNION and RUSSIAN HISTORY, which are distinguished 

by an acute anticommunist tendency. 


American Sovietology actively collaborates in various publications of inter- 
national anticommuniam such as SURVEY, STUDY OF SOVIET THOUGHT and others. 


The biggest organization coordinating the work of U.S. Sovietologistse is the 
American Association for the Development of Slavonic Studies. The associa- 
tion unites approximately 2,500 acholare involved in lecturing and research 
related to the Soviet Union and the East European countries. They include 
specialists of 20 different branches of the humanities, including more than 
1,000 historians, over 150 economiste and approximately 500 specialists in 
international relations and also lawyers, linguiste and literary critics. 


Incorporated in the association ie the special “Association for Study of 
the Nationalities of the Soviet Union,” which was created at the start of 
the 1970's. It unites and coordinates the activity of 200-250 research 
assistants of American colleges working on various problems of national re- 
lations in the USSR. 


The far from complete informationwe have cited gives us an idea of the scale 
of anti-Soviet and anticommunist propaganda in the West. The studies of 
bourgeois ideologists convince us thet anticommunism and anti-Sovietism con- 
stitute the chief ideological content of their work. 


In the ideological sabotage of imperialiem and the Peking chauvinists an 
appreciable part is also played by other foreign anti-Soviet services and 
centers--Radio Liberty's Turkestan Editorial Office, VOA's Uzbek Editorial 
Office, the Associationof Turkestanis in the United States and the FRC and 
the Federation of Turkic Settlers and Emigres in Turkey. 


It is essential to highlight the following singularities of contemporary 
ideological sabotage: first, it is an integral part of the policy of a 
general offensive being undertaken by the forces of imperialism and all in- 
ternational reaction against the positions of the socialist community coun- 
tries; second, it is aimed at achieving concrete political goals bp unpre- 
cedented interference in the socialist countries’ internal affairs and the 
violation of international law; and, third, as a consequence of the growth 
of the extent of provision with technology this ideological sabotage has 
acquired a global nature and is aimed at extending “psychological warfare.” 
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A differentiated approach is showing through increasingly distinctly in 
bourgeois ideological sabotage. it is attempting to indoctrinate public 
opinion, addressing itself to individual nationalities and soctal-age 
groups of Soviet people, 


The bourgeois ideologists primarily appeal to the young people, proceeding 
from the fact that in the not=too-distant future they will be occupying 
key positions in the party and state apparatue and industrial management. 
Bourgeois ideologiats count on taking advantage of the ineuffictent social 
experience of the younger generation, which te manifested in the fact that 
the youth ie relatively leas tempered in an ideological-theoretical respect 
and has negligible personal experience of life and politics. Bourgeois 
ideologiete also construct their fraudulent concepte with regard for these 
singularities, counting on exerting a demoralizing influence on Soviet 
youth with their help. 


Our ideological adversaries are concentrating their efforts on the ideologi- 
cal disarmament of the youth and attempts to dispose it toward a “state of 
opposition” with respect to the domestic policy pursued by the Communist 
Party and aspiring to arouse in it pessimiem and lack of faith in the ac- 
complishment of communist ideale, weaken ite revolutionary enthusiasa, 

blunt ite vigilance, implant despair and sow in ite milieu skepticiem and 
apoliticiem, a epirit of money-grubbing and a proclivity for bourgeois 
morale and morality alien to our society. 


Bourgeois ideologists have aleo formulated a special, differentiated ap- 
proach in respect of our country's intelligenteia--scientific and cultural 
employees. 


In analyzing the social role of the Soviet intelligentsia bourgeois social 
scientists persistently bring up in various forme the idea that it is most 
stubbornly resisting the attempte of the party and state to integrate it 
in the system and establish political and ideological control over it. 
They attempt to “prove” that a considerable proportion of representatives 
of the intelligentsia is dissatisfied with the Soviet system. Certain 
bourgeois ideologiets claim (as does Z. Brzezinski) that there are “un- 
concealed political rumblings” among the intelligentsia in the USSR. 


But there are also views depicting the intelligentsia in the form of the 
“elite” of Soviet society. For this reason, in the assertion of another 
section of bourgeois social scientists, the Soviet intelligentsia is char- 
acterized by a relative passivity and cautiousness in criticizing Soviet 
reality caused by an alleged fear of forfeiting its privileges. 


The experience of the development of national relations in the USSR is a 
further hot spot in the ideological struggle. 
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In attacking the CPSU's national policy and falsifying the historical ex- 
perience of the solution of the national question in the USSR and the nature 
of the national relationships bourgeois ideologisats are attempting to under 
mine the strength of the impact of the historical experience of socialist 
building as a whole, This is understandable if it ie considered that the 
tremendous advantages of socialism in the solution of complex social prob- 
lems are manifested particularly strikingly and stand out in relief in the 
nationality question, 


Distorting reality, bourgeois ideologists again and again circulate the 
hackneyed fables about the “development of nationalism" in our country, 
aspiring thereby to find means of subversion and disintegration from within 
the Soviet political and economic system. It is a question of attempts to 
use national relations in imperialiem's aggressive intentions and plans in 
ite struggle against tie USSR. The apologists of anticommuniem candidly 
stress the need to introduce bourgeois ideology in public thinking; they 
propose active interference in our country's internal affaires, utilizing 
national distinctions and religious prejudices, and extensively spreading 
anticommunist ideas in national intelligentsia circles with the aim of 
undermining the socialist nations' ideological-political unity. 


In the plans of imperialism's ideological sabotage a prominent place is 
occupied by falsification of the policy of the CPSU and the Soviet state in 
relation to religion. 


The falsifiers repeat the tired fabrications "concerning the lack of free- 
dom of conscience” in the USSR and the "persecution" of believers; and 
attempt to portray the party's work on Soviet people's atheistic upbringing 
in the most unfavorable light and distort the history of the atheistic 
movement in our country and the methods and means of propaganda of atheism 
in the masses. Bourgeois ideologists vainly attempt to prove that atheism 
is contrary to man's nature. Bourgeois literature devotes great attention 
to the position of religion and antireligious propaganda in the national 
republics. A particularly great amount is written on questions of the 
position of Islam in the USSR. 


Socialism is criticized under the cover of religion in the religious ser- 
mons and sociopolitical practice of a number of rightwing Muslam figures. 
Condemming socialism and communism, they distort our state's policy with 
respect to religious and nationality questions. 


Bourgeois speculation apropos the "Jewish question” in the USSR has oc- 
cupied a considerable place in recent years in anticommunist, anti-Soviet 
propaganda. 


We all know full well that in the course of preparations for the socialist 
revolution and in the period of building socialism the Communist Party 
accumulated great experience of the struggle against Zionism and anti- 
Semitism. The CPSU and the Soviet state did a very great deal to insure that 
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working Jews became really equal citizens and discovered a new life in the 
fraternal family of USSR peoples. "The Jewish question," about which anti- 
Soviets raise a fuss, does not exist here; this question was settled long 
since. 


The Marxist-Leninist teaching on the place and role of the communist parties 
was and remains a subject of the bourgeois ideologists' unremitting atten- 
tion. The activity of the vanguard of the world communist movement--the 
CPSU--and the practice of socialist building in our country are primarily 

in their field of vision here. 


The main direction of bourgeois falsification of the teaching on the party 
is denial of the objective need for the Marxist party's leading role in the 
revolutionary movement of the proletariat and all working people and in 

the building of socialism and communism; and distortion of the Communist 
Party's place and role in the political system of Soviet society with the 
aid of versions about the "lack of rights” of state and public institutions 
in the Soviet Union and the "command" and "coercive" nature of the Soviet 
economy. 


The anticommunists' principal ideological task is casting doubt on the ob- 
jective need for the existence and activity of communist parties for the 
struggle for democracy and man's progress. 


The ideologists of anticommunism devote a very considerable proportion of 
their "research" to problems of the USSR's economic development. 


A falsifying system constructed in Sovietological literature by versions 
about "economic voluntarism,” the "total character of the socialist eco- 
nomy" and "command economics" in the USSR constitutes the methodological 
basis of bourgeois theoretical constructions concerning the Soviet economy. 
At the same time it should be pointed out that the idea of convergence of 
the "capitalist evolution" of the socialist economy constitutes the basic 
content of many recent Wester works on the Soviet economy. Proceeding 
from these false theories, bourgeois ideologists falsify the true reasons 
for the industrial and agricultural progress of the Central Asian republics, 
attempting to push through in their "research" the concept that a high rate 
of economic upturn may be achieved under "any regime" and any economic and 
social structure. 


Soviet scholars have done a great deal of work on criticizing Sovietological 
concepts. 


However, the literature being published here does not provide a full, com- 
prehensive idea of the main directions and tendencies of contemporary 
bourgeois ideology. 
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Yec che CPSU Central Committee decree points to the need to worthily repu- 
diate che ideological diversions of imperialiem and its accomplices in good 
time and struggle consistently against all forma of opportunism and revi- 
sionian. 


For this purpose it is necessary, among other things, to show clearly the 
greatness of communist ideals, the all-conquering force of Marxiem-Leniniem, 
the fruitful and relentless activity of the Communist Party to reinforce 

the might of the Soviet motherland, the historic advantages of socialiem and 
its genuine democratiam and humanism; and to reveal convincingly and on the 
basis of concrete facts the essence of the Soviet way of life and the achieve- 
ments of the developed socialist society. 


A wealth of material in this respect is provided by the history of socialist 
building in the republics of the Soviet East and their splendid achieve- 
ments at the current stage of developed socialism. 


The most valuable experience of the Central Asian republics’ transition to 
socialism, bypassing capitalism, shows the public of the developing coun- 
tries that formerly oppressed peoples can rise under the banner of secien- 
tific socialism from extreme backwardness to the pinnacles of modern civili- 
zation. Whence the growing interest of the broad public of countries which 
have thrown off the chains of colonialism in the experience of the USSR's 
eastern republics. 


It is precisely this revolutionizing, inspiring influence of the example 

of Soviet Central Asia on the peoples of the developing countries which 
terrifies the apologists of imperialism. It is for this very reason that 
they are maliciously attacking the Soviet experience and distorting in every 
way the paths and results of the elimination of the economic and cultural 
inequality of the Central Asian republics, aspiring to prove the "“unaccepta- 
bility" of their experience for the young sovereign states. The intensive- 
ness and scale of anticommunist propaganda in this area are growing in line 
with the strengthening of the peoples’ national liberation movement and the 
expansion of the zone of noncapitalist development. 


The intensifying attacks of the ideologists of anticommunism are being in- 
creasingly resolutely rebuffed by Soviet philosophers, historians, econo- 
mists, literary critics and others. Having reached maturity, the humani- 
ties in Central Asian republics now have at their disposal numerous skilled 
personnel capable of fighting successfully against falsifiers of all di- 
mensions. 


A principal area of the struggle against bourgeois ideologists is the cre- 
ation on the basis of Marxist-Leninist methodology of profoundly scienti- 
fic studies on the successful implementation of the program of surmounting 
the former economic and cultural inequality of the Central Asian peoples 

in the course of building socialism. The great deal of multi-aspectual 
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research done in this field by Soviet social scientiats represents a con- 
siderable contribution to the arsenal of the ideological weaponry of our 
acientiste and propagandists who are atruggling unflaggingly for the purity 
of Marxiem-Leniniem and against falsification of the national policy of the 
CPSU and the Soviet state. 


A most effective method of conducting aggressive criticiem of bourgeois 
ideology, we believe, is the preparation of special works devoted to ex- 
posing and repudiating the "Sovietologists'" slanderous inventions. 


A acientific Council for Problems of Foreign Ideological Currents, which 
heads and coordinates this work, was set up under the Uzbek SSR Academy of 
Sciences in 1969. A Center of Scientific Information on the Social Sciences 
was created at the same time. They have already done a definite amount of 
work: a number of scientific conferences has been held whose material has 
been published in separate collections; a number of monographs and scienti- 
fic research articles has been published; scientific-analytical surveys 

of foreign literature on the history, economy and other branches of learn- 
ing of the Central Asian republics, which are of particular scientific value, 
are being compiled; and a considerable store of translations of foreign 
literature has been accumulated which could be a valuable research aid. 


Relying on the available material base, the social scientists are revealing 
the groundlessness of the attempts of the ideologists of anticommunism to 
falsify the goals, nature and principles of the CPSU's Leninist nationality 
policy and the very idea of the noncapitalist development path of formerly 
backward peoples. 


Soviet historiography subjects to well-argued criticism the "works" of the 
"Central Asian expert'’-Sovietologists which distort the Leninist principles 
of the solution of the nationality question, their implementation in the 
USSR's eastern republics and the experience of economic and cultural trans- 
formations in Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, Tadzhikistan and Kirgizia. 


Resolutely polemicizing with foreign slanderers, Soviet historians have 
analyzed in detail their arguments and means and methods of juggling with 
the facts. They have revealed the main lines of the falsification of the 
experience of the elimination of the Central Asian peoples’ economic and 
cultural inequality and exposed the falsity of the anticommunist thesis 

of "Soviet colonialiem,"’ which has become the basic leitmotiv in slander of 
the CPSU's nationality policy. 


Our scholars’ major works thoroughly analyze the insinuations of bourgeois 
historical science concerning the experience of socialist building in the 
Central Asian republics and paint a convincing picture of the methods and 
means of the provocative activity of numerous foreign anti-Soviet propaganda 
centers. The works of Soviet scholars are distinguished by a high scien- 
tific and ideological-theoretical level, the persuasive nature of the 
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arguments in polemics with ideological adversaries and an in-depth knowl- 
edge of primary sources both on questions of the consolidation of Soviet 
power and the victory of the new social system in Central Asia and also on 
the exposure of the bourgeois ideologists' latest concepts regarding the 
history of the industrial, agricultural and cultural upeurge in this region. 


Soviet social science has scored definite successes in recent years. Active 
research is underway into problems of the creation of communiem's material- 

technical base, the perfection of social relations and the formation of the 

working people's communist world outlook. 


But life and social practice do not stand still. They are making increased 
demands on Marxist-Leninist theory and setting it new tasks. And the so- 
cial sciences must not lag behind practice. 


The main path of the increased fruitfulness of the social sciences is great- 
er concentration of the scientists’ efforts on research into the cardinal 
problems posed by the current stage of social progress. 


Materialist dialectics, as defined by V. I. Lenin, is the living soul of 
Marxism. The role of dialectics as the general theory of development and 

the logic and theory of cognition determines the particular relevance of 
their further elaboration. It is essential, in particular, to study the 
paths of their concrete application to a cognition of the most complex 
phenomena and processes in all spheres of knowledge and also to a materialist 
interpretation of the latest achievements of the natural sciences. 


Such problems as the further buildup of the social homogeneity of our so- 
ciety with the leading role of the working class, rapprochement of the na- 
tions and nationalities, the strengthening of the new historical community-- 
the Soviet people--and the regularities and singularities of the formation 
and development of public awareness under modern conditions are now moving 
to the forefront in the sphere of historical materialism and scientific 
communism. 





Our philosophers, sociologists, psychologists and educationists are con- 
fronted with a number of tasks in this connection, particularly the develop- 
ment of problems of the formation of intelligent requirements. Our party 
cadres and practical workers of the education sphere expect of the scien- 
tists well-conceived recommendations concerning the paths of the solution 

of this important social problem. 


The need for the furth r extended development of the political economy of 
socialism as the basis of all economic sciences and the theoretical basis 
of the CPSU's economic policy is growing increasingly. 


Particular significance is attached to investigation of the entire complex 
of ownership relations in our economy, the economic mechanism and management 
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structure and the more rational coordination of the economic interests and 
actions of all economic-unit comp ‘ents and sectorial and territorial plan- 
ning. A systematic study of the p cesses occurring in contemporary mono- 
poly capitalism and problems of the world revolutionary movement requires 
Marxist social scientists’ unremitting attention. 


The increased role of social science in ideological work is inseparably 
connected with the increased quality and comprehensiveness of scientific 
research, particularly fundamental research. Ideological, propaganda and 
educational work will not be able to accomplish its tasks ia full without 
tundamental research in all areas of the social sciences. 


Soviet criticism of bourgeois literature on socialist building in Central 
Asia is making an impressive contribution to the ideological struggle of 

the CPSU and international communist movement against anticommunism and 
opportunism. Applying the truly scientific methodology and theory of the 
social process with which Marxism-Leninism arms Soviet social scientists, 

it is necessary to continue to reveal the social and gnosiological roots 

of anticommunism in questions of the history of Central Asia and to show 

the reactionary essence and ideological impoverishment of anti-Marxist 
Central Asia studies. Bourgeois ideologists' attempts to resist the in- 
fluence of the Marxist-Leninist theory of the noncapitalist development path 
and the valuable experience of the Soviet Central Asian peoples on the work- 
ing people's masses of the liberated countries must be frustrated by con- 
structive and conclusive criticism which exposes the "scientific respecta- 
bility" of the bourgeois falsifiers. 


We still do not have enough fundamental works scientifically proving the 
hopelessness of the atteuwpts of our ideological adversaries to falsify the 
theoretical principles and practical implementation of Lenin's nationity 
policy in the Central Asian republics. It is essential to create special 
research works exposing the fabrications of theslanderers on such problems 
as the role and significance of the international assistance of all the 
USSR peoples to the Central Asian working people in eliminating their actual 
inequality, the solution of the women's question and the struggle against 
religion and religious prejudices in the process of socialist building. 


The decisive repudiation of the defenders of capitalism will be even more 
effective if the social scientists respond on a more current basis in the 
periodical press to the attempts of the bourgeois Central Asia researchers 
to distort historical facts and actual Soviet reality. It is essential to 
keep a sharper eye on the latest subtle methods of falsification of the 
past and present of Soviet Central Asia. The CPSU Central Committee decree 
"A Further Improvement in Ideological and Political Education Work" prompts 
us in this direction. 
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M. K. Nurmukhamedov: "Certain Trends of Current Bourgeois Sovietology in 
a Study of the Cultures of the Central Asian Peoples" 


The CPSU Central Committee decree "A Further Improvement in Ideological and 
Political Education Work" (April 1979)! calls upon workers of the ideologi- 
cal front once again to disclose the entire falsity of imperialist propa- 
ganda, "expose its cunning methods in clear, concrete and convincing form 
and convey to people of the earth the truth about the world's first country 
of victorious socialism." It is emphasized here that "a slackening of atten- 
tion to illustrating topical problems, insufficient current-basis efficiency 
and questions left unanswered only profit our class enemy." 


Proceeding from this, the scholars of the humanities, like all fighters of 
the ideological front, do not overlook what is being written about the 

Soviet Union abroad by our ideological adversaries. Indeed, they are obliged 
to reveal and expose in well-argued fashion the anti-Soviet essence of the 
means and methods and concepts and forecasts of bourgeois Sovietology. 


We will dwell here merely on certain trends of current bourgeois science 
dealing with questions of the culture of the Central Asian peoples, while 
by no means claiming to illustrate this mujtifaceted problem in its entire- 


ty. 


At one time the main method of anti-Sovietism was that of a frontal attack 
on the USSR and unconcealed lies and slander. This method is retained in 
the arsenal of bourgeois Sovietology, but it is not the sole one. 


Such manifest anti-Soviets as Geoffrey Wheeler, the British specialist on 
Central Asia, and Baymirza Hayit, well-known traitor to the motherland and 
former SS officer who is now a West German "professor," for example, may be 
termed representatives of the method of frontal attack and indiscriminate 
blackening of communism. 


These people do not conceal their anti-Soviet aims, despite the fact that 
their old method of slander and direct attacks are to a certain extent bank- 
rupt and are currently less popular. Nor have they renounced political 
speculation. 


Baymirza Hayit, for example, writes virtually one and the same thing, merely 
changing the titles of his books depending on the price paid on the bour- 
geois ideological market. Thus whereas earlier he had entitled his books 
"Turkestan in the 20th Century" and "Enslaved Turkestan," following the 
exacerbation of the USSR's relations with China's Maoist leaders, he en- 
titled one of his books, adapting to the international situation, "Turke- 
stan Between Russia and China." In all these books he blackens the modern 
reality of Central Asia, counterposing to it his notorious slogan of a 
“united Turkestan." 
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But even representatives of bourgeois science criticize the "united Turke- 
stan" idea. Thus, for example, the American "Sovietologist" Manuel Sarkis- 
yanz termes erroneous the claim of certain foreign specialists (Marcel 
[Egreto]) that the national-territorial demarcation of Central Asia and 
Kazakhstan pursued the goal of splitting "Turkestan" for, as he says, "the 
Central Asian peoples have an ancient history and have lived since ancient 
times under their contemporary name (the Kirgiz, for example)" and that 

the boundaries between the Turkic peoples of Central Asia "are no mor 
artificial than such boundaries between the Latin peoples of Europe." 


In his review, which, on the whole, extols Baymirza Hayit's book "Turke- 
stan Between Russia and China," another foreign author, [Nikolas Poppe] 
writes thus: "The chapter on the Turkestan republics after 1924 surprising- 
ly fails to mention the cultural achievements such as schools for all ages, 
including colleges, scientific research institutes and academies of scien- 
ces, museums, theaters and so forth. Critics of the Soviet system will 
probably not care for the basic ideology of these establishments but they 
cannot pass by the existence of these cultural establishments in silence 
without bringing upon themsleves accusations of bias. "9 


A significant statement. Baymirza Hayit has written to the point where even 
his sympathizers are beginning to see the tendentiousness of his writings. 


The blunt, manifestly anti-Soviet articles of Geoffrey Wheeler are, it seems, 
embarrassing his colleagues also. This can be perceived from G. Wheeler's 
article "Soviet Encyclopedia?" in which he fulminates against the fact that 
articles on the USSR's 15 union republics for the new edition of the "Encyc- 
lopedia Britannica” (1975) were written by Soviet authors and not Western 
authors, as in the past. As can be seen from the title of the article, the 
indignant Wheeler calls the "Encyclopedia Britannica” virtually a Soviet 
encyclopedia. 4 


But it is increasingly not the frontal attack but veiled anti-Sovietism, 
which is clothed in pseudoscientific concepts, pseudo-objective sentences, 
a semblance of impartiality and so forth, which is currently appearing in 
the forefront in bourgeois Sovietology. 


Of those studying Central Asia, the American research scholars Edward All- 
worth, Robert Barret, David Montgomery, Gregory Massel and others, for 
example, may be said to be Sovietologists of this category. 


Thus Edward Allworth does not, as it were, "rage" against the Great October 
Socialist Revolution of 1917 but on the 50th anniversary of the October 
Revolution publishes with his colleagues a collection entitled "Central 
Asia: a Century of Russian Rule."? The uninformed reader might at first 
believe that it deals with tsarist colonial policy in Central Asia. But 
no! Allworth and company give the dates: 1865-1965. As if between them 
there had been no Great October Socialist Revolution of 1917, which trans- 
formed the world and gave a free and equal life to more than 100 peoples 
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and nationalities of old Russia. I have written repeatedly on the contents 
of this collection, but would now just like to mention that the mere title 
of this publication is directed against the October Revolution and against 
the life of the Central Asian peoples in the post-October period, In thie 
case we have the glossing-over method. 


Further, Edward Allworth, as a rule, likes to write about the past or the 
reactionary in Central Asia's prerevolutionary cultural life and counterpose 
them to Central Asia's contemporary reali.y. Concerning the 1920's-1930's, 
he dwells more on the works of complex or contradictory personalities (the 
Jadidists, Cholpan, Fitrat and others) and glosses over or speaks hollowly 
about the present-day successes of the cultural life of the Central Asian 
peoples. His book "Uzbek Literary Policy," for example, testifies to this. 
However, in order not to lag behind life altogether, Edward Allworth is also 
beginning to write about contemporary phenomena of the cuitural life of 
Central Asia (the youth and book publishing, for example). ‘The Spiritual 
Regeneration of Central Asia"=-such is the title of one of his works ,® in 
which he writes about the youth and the nationality question. And he writes 
not about what is but about how he would like it to be. Thus he compares 
the contemporary youth of Central Asia with the Jadidists of the start of 
the century, speculating on the intellectual development of the younger 
generation. There has been no loss of the national intelligentsia of Cen- 
tral Asia (although predicted by E. Allworth and his colleagues), and there- 
fore it is necessary to adapt: to recognize the creative growth of contem- 
porary youth, but to "pick" at it by thinking up new definitions, an at- 
tempt to invest the "distinctive" concept with an anti-Soviet meaning, a 
desire to see Jadidists in the present day and so forth. 


The adaptation of bourgeois Sovietology to contemporary conditions and cer- 
tain correctives in the assessment of the creative personalities of Central 
Asia can also be seen in the following examples. 


Earlier bourgeois authors had only praise for Abdulla Kadyri. But seeing 
how Abdulla Kadyri is literally "slipping" out of their hands, they are 
beginning to substitute for words of praise about Kadyri distorted inter- 
pretations of his works and hidden reproaches of the writer. 


As is known, the burden of Abdulla Kadyri's novel "Minuvshiye dni" [Days 
of Yore] (1922) is a merciless condemmation of the public and social milieu 
which led to the tragedy of the love of Atabek and Kumish. 


But the bourgeois author Manuel Sarkisyanz wishes to see in this novel only 
the theme of love and the "classic motif of a tragically unrealized love" 
allegedly adapted to a slogan of social criticism calling for the emanci- 
pation of women.’ This interpretation diminishes the novel's social reson- 
ance. The truth of life in artistic portrayal and not adaptation is the 
characteristic trait of the novel "Minuvshiye dni." 
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A noticeable trend of bourgeois sociology ie the frequent return to themes 

of Central Asia's contemporary cultural life, Whereas previously the favored 
theme of bourgeois literary critics was the Jadidists, Cholpan, Pitrat, 
ekhbudi and others, that te, reactionary or contradictory personalities 

and the period up to 1937, articles are now aleo beginning to appear on 
contemporary cultural life and modern figures of culture and art, 


Why te thie?’ 


Not because of any love for the achievements of the Central Asian republics, 
of course, The reasons for this, | believe, are that it is simply impos- 
sible to close one's eyes to the contemporary successes of our country and 
the Central Asian republics in particular, whose culture not only is not 
dying, a8 ©. Allworth, 8. Hayit and others like them forecast, but, on the 
contrary, te flourishing. Thus in order not to arouse the dissatisfaction 
of their foreign readere the Sovietologists are also beginning to write 
little by little about Central Asia's contemporary cultural figures. But 
how’ This is another question. The article of the American research 
scholar David S. Montgomery “Khamid Alimdzhan (1909-1944): Soviet Usbek 
Poet and Writer"® is a striking example of this phenomenon. 


There is also authentic information in the article, particularly when Soviet 
sources are used. But together with an exposition of facts from the life 
and activity of Khamid Alimdzhan (taken mainly from the Soviet press) and 
words of praise for the poet David Montgomery writes in conclusion thus: 
“Alimdzhan's life is an example of cooperation and compromise” and calis 

the poet a “constructive collaborationist" who contributed to the stabili- 
zation of socioeconomic life in Usbekistan, but term: the poet's devotion 
to the party's cause “political recruitment.” 


Do we have to explain the unacceptability of these conclusions of the Ameri- 
can literary critic, who has confused truth with falsehood and ended with 
slander and an anti-Soviet attack to satisfy bourgeois ideological stand- 
pointe. 


in this case the American expert is attempting to convince the uninformed 
foreign reader that Soviet power is against the national cultures and that 
cultural and literary figures can only survive and create by collaboration 
and compromise. The commonly known information about and facts of the life 
of Khamid Alimdzhan make this an unnatural conclusion forctb y squeezed into 
the procrustean bed of anti-Sovietisa. 


Whereas at one time (and sometimes even now) bourgeois Sovietologists liked 
to repeat and savor 4 nihilistic attitude toward the cultural heritage 
(epic literature and so forth), as displayed in the articles and writings 
of certain authors in the period 1951-1953, there are now hesitant acknowl- 
edgments thet the cultural heritage in Central Asia has been preserved, 
but... (again this “but"). 
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An article by Columbia University (United States) research assistant Anna 
Prosek entitled "A Study of Heritage and the Nationality Question in Central 
Asia” is typical of this instance. The author even enumerates instances 
and examples of the atudy and safeguarding of the cultural heritage in the 
USSR (the jubilees of Samarkand, Navoi and Beruni, the publication of works 
of folklore and so forth). But thie interest in the past, the author be- 
lieves, is leading to discord between the Central Asian and non-Central 
Asian peoples. How about that! Earlier the Sovietologiste were crying that 
there was no interest in the past in Central Asia, but now, it appears, 

thie interest exists, but is leading to some kind of turmoil. Another 
invented forecast. 


Together with these new trends use is also made of old anti-Soviet methods 
like fabrications to the effect that the cultural heritage is not recognized 
in the USSR, as evidenced by an article by Prof Alexander Benniggaen entitled 
"Crisis of the Turkic National Epic in 1951-1952: Local Nationalism or 
Proletarian Internationaliem,"10 which collates the nihilistic blunders of 
individual authors perpetrated at the start of the 1950's and wrongly passes 
them off as the policy of the party and Soviet power. 


If this is an example of the repetition and savoring of what has already 
been overcome and an example of the twisting of facts and a tendentious 
interpretation of the half-truth for anti-Soviet purposes, such works are, 
on the other hand, vet another warning that, ideologically, the class stand- 
points of our publications must at ell times be distinguished by party- 
minded precision and certainty; we must not give grounds and food for the 
exertions of our ideological adversaries, particularly since the slightest 
pretext affords them an opportunity to construct a "concept of the half- 
truth” currently in fashion among Sovietologists and dangerous in that it 

is bullt on the basie of individual instances which actually occurred. 


As a rule, bourgeois research scholars counterpose the past to the present 
and extol the past and the prerevolutionary. But when they lose the foreign 
reader's trust, they also extol some things from the first years of the 
post-October history of the Central Asian peoples. 


Thus Timur Kozha ogly, a pupil of Edward Allworth, believes that a “single 
Bukhara nationality and nation of the orfental type"!! existed in Bukhara 
prior to 1925 and that Soviet power split it into Uzbeks, Tadzhiks and 
Turkmens since, he writes, “the Bukhara nationality represented a threat to 
the Soviet Russian nationality policy.” 


As we can see, here is 4 new concept: exaltation of the period 1920-1924 

in the history of Bukhara (note: not the Emir period). Why? In order to 
counterpose it to the period after 1924; a Bukhara nation was invented which 
was counterposed to the new, socialist nations. in this case the anti- 
Soviet concept is built on an attempt to discredit the national-territorial 
demarcation of 1924 even by a certain “defense” of the Bukhara People's 
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Soviet Republic, The formation of new, socialist nations, equal in the 
fraternal family of USSR peoples, probably ie not to this author's liking, 
and he has invented the “Bukhara nation" theory, which in actual fact signi- 
fies nothing other than the “association of fellow countrymen" concept for 
it is constructed solely on 4 territorial criterion. Even now we speak of 
a "“Bukharite,” a “Namanganite” and a “Toshkentite,” but thie does not mean 
that there are Bukhara, Namangan and Tashkent nations, There are the uni- 
fied socialist Uzbek nation, Tadghik nation, Turkmen nation and so forth. 


Similar ideas are also expressed in an article by Seymour Backer entitled 
"National Self-Awareness and the Policy of the Bukhara People's Soviet 
Republic.” 


How many people have called the oriental woman backward, downtrodden and 
ao on and eo forth! But the American professor Gregory J. Massel looks at 
this question somewhat differently and raises up the Central Asian woman, 
as it were. And raises her up such that one begins to doubt hie sincerity 
and benevolence. 


What is at issue? The fact that in his book "The Surrogate Proletariat: 
Moslem Woman and Revolutionary Strategies in Soviet Central Asia. 1919- 
1929"13 Gergory J. Massel claims that the liberated Central Asian woman 
with the revolutionary energy that had been awoken in her substituted for 
the proletariat which was lacking in Central Asia and was the main force in 
the reorganization of social life in 1919-1929. 


Not the standard conclusion and not entirely customary for a bourgeois 
scholar. But let us look at it 4 little more closely. 


Firet, there was a working clase in Central Asia on the eve of the October 
Revolution, the more so in the period 1919-1929. 


And the term “surrogate of the proletariat.” You would not say that the 
Central Asian woman liked hiw and found hie appealing. 


Indeed, we discern in the above-mentioned conclusion of the American scholar 
an attempt to substitute for the class struggle aerely the women's movement 
and to substitute for a class approach to the phenomena of social life a 
nonclass (in thie case sexual) approach. The “strain in relations between 
the sexes,” about which Gregory Massel writes, could not have replaced the 
revolutionary struggle and class struggle; on the contrary, the successes 
of the socialist revolution led to women's emancipation and their equality 
in society. 


What surprise surrogates appear in contemporary bourgeois science. 


Gregory Massel's ideological attitudes in the women's question are laid 
even barer when he tendentiously searches for a similarity even in phenomena 
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whieh are far apart, “Vamily Law and Social Mobilisation in Soviet Central 
Asia! Some Comparisons With Communist China” +=-cthis is the tithe of a 
Gregory J, Massel article which contains artifiedally forced “similarities 
and differences” of these two regions (for example, the more than dublous 
similarities of the “Offensive” in Central Asia in the 1920's and the 
"Great Leap Porward” of the end of the 1950's and the “Cultural Revolution” 
of the end of the 1960's in China), 


It must be said that Chinese historians have also begun to pick up the tune 
of the bourgeois ideologiste in recent years. I recall just one of thetr 
theses! where a Chinese warrier's horse has trod, this is Chinese land or 
"China is everywhere a Chinese has been.” And the campaigns of conquest of 
the Chinese and neighboring eaperors, including the campaigne of Genghis 
Khan, are cited as confirmation, 


Can you imagine what would happen if peoples began to recarve modern ter- 
ritorial borders according to the campaigns of, for example, Alexander of 
Macedon, Tamerlane, Genghis Khan and so forth. Chaos, war. More, the 
territory of China itself has repeatedly been under the rule of conquerors 
and Japan, for example; that is, according to their theory, China itself 
could disappear from the geographical map for some time. I recall the fol- 
lowing fact from history. in accordance with Genghis Khan's orders, the 
governor in Beijing was for a long time the Khorezm gerchant Makhmud Yala- 
vach. According to the Chinese historians’ theory, Beijing ie not, it tran- 
epires, a Chinese city. Thus does the present ~day Chinese historians’ thesis 
"China is everywhere a Chinese has been” hit, boomerang-like, China iteeif, 
not to mention the unecientific and diversionary nature of this thesis. 


All these examples make it incumbent upon Soviet scholars to step up the 
atruggle against the fabrications of our enemies. 


The CPSU Central Committee decree “A Further Improvement in ideological 

and Political Education Work” says that isperialist propaganda is making 
extensive use of “distorted information and a tendentious illustration of 
facts, silence, the half-truth and eimple brazen lies.” The examples cited 
above confire this. 


Empty declarations, the repetition of common truths, the retelling of what 
is common knowledge and, the more so, verbiage are no good in ideological 
work or in the struggle against ideological enemies. The CPSU Central 
Committee decree puts it very well in this respect, citing as shortcomings 
in ideological work “frequently encountered formalism, an inclination toward 
verbal babble and all kinds of propaganda cliches, the gray, ‘official’ style 
of the material and the manifold mechanical repetition of common truths.” 

it proposes a decisive end to florid, outwardly ecientific language, ser- 
monizing, the ringing phrase and eo forth, which frequently substitute for 
theoretical generalizations, serious analysis, the persuasiveness of the 
arguments and confidentiality of tone. 
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Indeed, it is very difficult to convince someone if we engage in a repeti- 
tion of what te common knowledge and if arguments are replaced by bluster, 
profanity and name-calling. Arguments are necessary even in a dispute with 
a manifest ideological opponent, The CPSU Central Committee decree records 
it thus: “Insuring a4 high sclentific level of propaganda and agitation." 
This undoubtedly applies to questions of the ideological atruggle also. 


Unfortunately, certain articles and books are still not distinguished by 
an in-depth analysis of bourgeois concepts and the well-reasoned nature of 
their standpoints in the dispute with the ideological adversary. True, 
there is now less name-calling, profanity and clamor, but professionalism 
demands further improvement. 


Certain publications only hint at exposure of the Sovietologists' concepts 
and deal mainly with the successes of the Central Asian republics. This is 
necessary. But it would be even better if the anti-Soviet essence of the 
concepts and means and methods of bourgeois Sovietology in distorting the 
successes of the Central Asian republics were revealed and commented upon in 
well-argued fashion. The articles would then be of not only a defensive but 
also offensive, attacking nature. 


In recent years bourgeois science has been paying increasingly more atten- 
tion to a etudy of individual questions of Soviet reality. Thus in the 
aphere of the social sciences there has been an increase in the number of 
themes devoted to the history, literature and languages of the union repub- 
lics end the CPSU's national policy in the range of Sovietological doctoral 
theses defended in U.S. colleges. The iesues were more general 15-20 years 
ago. Thie “specialization” of bourgeois Sovietology testifies to the in- 
creased interest in individual probleme of Soviet reality. 


International scientific connections increase with every passing year, and 
the global development of science is underway. Under these cengy*sene in- 
formation is an indispensable condition of scientific research. It is now 
difficult to claim the complete solution of a question without a knowledge 
of what is being done on the questian in various places. We cannot close 
our eyes to what is being said about the subjects of our research and how 
by foreign friends and enemies. Even on such at first sight local themes 
as, for example, the history of the Bukhara People's Soviet Republic or 

the 1898 Andizhan uprising. 


it ie interesting to read, for example, K. F. Kasymbekov's book “Iz istorii 
narodnykh dvizhenty v Fergane v kontse XIX-nachale XX veka" [From the His- 
tory of the Popular Movements in Fergana at the End of the 19th and Start 
of the 20th Centures| (Uzbek SSR Fan, Tashkent, 1978). However, he could 
have evaluated such works of foreign authors on this subject as, for exam- 
ple, [A. Shikhi's]) “The Andizhan Uprising and Soviet Historiography,"16 

A. Inan's "Rebellion of Dukcha ishan”!7 and others. The more so in that 
the scientific question frequently becomes an arena of ideological disputes. 
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We often hear that to fight against ideological opponents it is necessary 

to know foreign languages. Thies is true. it te difficult to remain au 
courant with what is being written about us abroad without &knowledge of 
languages. And here in the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences, for example, 

there are good conditions for studying foreign languages. But I would not 
wish to link the successes and failures of our participation in the ideologi- 
cal struggle solely with a knowledge of languages. This sometimes looks 

like a justification of passivity. We believe that the first and principal 
condition of scholars’ successes in the ideological struggle is the ideologi- 
cal, political and professional preparedness of the Soviet scholar. And 
knowledge of languages, but not solely knowledge of languages. It is pos- 
sible to know languages and not grasp what Gregory J. Massel, for example, 

is after with his references directed at the Central Asian woman of the 
1920's. The best thing is comprehensive preparation: ideological, profes- 
sional and linguistic. 


And there is no doubt that the humanities scholars and social scientists of 
Uzbekistan will continue to be in the front ranks of fighters of the ideologi- 
cal front. 
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M. M. Khayrullayev: “Study of the Cultural Heritage in the USSR and a 
Critique of Bourgeois Faleifiers" 


Study of the history, essence and main directions of the cultural revolu- 
tion in the USSR, including the national republics of the union, and 
illustration of the policy of the CPSU and the Soviet Government in the 
sphere of cultural building occupy quite a considerable place in contem- 
porary bourgeois "Sovietology." 


Let us note, first of all, that the sphere of cultural building is viewed 
in the overall context of the building and development of socialism in the 
USSR. For this reason all the realistic assertions of the progressive or 
of the comparatively objective proportion of bourgeois research scholars 
acknowledging the Soviet people's tremendous successes are also directly 
reflected in an emphasis of the great achievements of the socialist culture 
of the USSR peoples. 


In general, among a certain proportion of the bourgeois intelligenteia 
which thinks more soberly and oblectively voices are resounding increasingly 
which not only express admiration at the successes of Soviet culture but 
also call for a study of these achievements and a strengthening of cultural 
contacts with the USSR. We could cite many corresponding statements of 
foreign delegates, tourists and participants in various scientific 
conferences. 


Thus, having visited Uzbekistan, UN employee Julia Henderson wrote: "In 
my opinion, Uzbekistan has one of the highest standards of education not 
only of Asian countries but also among most countries. It is perfectly 

obvious that this is a republic of total literacy and that technical and 
general education here is on a high level."! 


And Frederick Sucdeo, a young person from Havana, declared: "I was struck 
by all people's thirst for knowledge. I know that Uzbekistan was formerly 
a backward country and for this reason was profoundly struck by what has 
occurred here in the years of Soviet power. I learned how education had 
grown in Uzbekistan and how more literate people here had become. I be- 
lieve that the example of Uzbekistan is one for all underdeveloped coun- 
tries and for the development of science, education and culture." 


The standard, depth and content of all cultural progress also depend on 
the nature of the use of the cultural values created in the past. 


As is known, V.I. Lenin not only put forward an integral theoretical 
concept of the creative adaptation of the cultural heritage created by 
man in the process of his historical development in the interests of the 
creation and development of the culture of socialism but, being the first 
leader of the Soviet Government, implemented a number of most important 
practical measures to preserve and use scientific, artistic and architec- 
tural monuments, reprint classical literary works and make use of other 
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spiritual values and also to enlist bourgeois specialists in solving the 
problems of cultural building. The subsequent rapid development of social- 
iat culture and its tremendous world=historic achievements gained in the 
shortest time corroborated the all-around justification of V.1. Lenin's 
teaching on the need to study and creatively assimilate the cultural 
values of the past for the intensive development of socialist culture. 


The very abundant spiritual heritage adapted on the basis of Marxist- 
Leninist methodology and socialist realism is currently successfully 
serving the further advancement and spiritual enrichment of the society of 
mature socialiam, the cause of communist education and the all-around 
development of the personality. The preservation and use of everything of 
value created in the past occupies an important place in CPSU policy on 
the development of the culture of the Soviet people. An extensive network 
of cultural-educational establishments has been developed and a number of 
important decrees has been adopted serving the implementation of party 
policy in this sphere. The USSR and union republic constitutions regard 
a solicitous attitude toward the best spiritual values of the past and 
their use in socialist cultural building as a most important obligation 
and duty of Soviet citizens. 


Literary classics are printed in editions of millions annually; the Soviet 
Government appropriates huge resources for the preservation and restora- 
tion of monuments to the past; there are numerous museums; and the achieve- 
ments of the culture of the past and the history of art, science, technology 
and literature are studied in all the country's higher and secondary 
academic institutions. 


The socioeconomic and cultural transformation in such a multinational 
country as ours and the creation of a new, socialist culture implying 
assimilation of the cultural heritage were organically linked with the 
solution of the nationality question. In a country with approximately 
120 nations and nationalities with different levels of social and cultural 
development and their own traditions, experience, spiritual life and cul- 
tural values it would have been impossible to accomplish the tasks of the 
cultural revolution without having accomplished a sociopolitical task-- 
eliminating the former inequality of the nations and the distrust and 
hostility among them kindled by tsarism. 


Consistently abiding by Lenin's instruction concerning the equality of 
all USSR nations and nationalities politically, economically and cultur- 
ally, eliminating the past backwardness of many nationalities and render- 
ing them intensive, maximal assistance, the CPSU embarked on the 
development of a single culture, socialist in content and national in 
form, creating extensive opportunities for the comprehensive use of the 
best traditions and cultural values of all USSR peoples and nations, 
large and small. For this reason the creation of the new, socialist cul- 
ture in the national republics was also accompanied by the extensive 
creative use of the cultural heritage. This fact is acknowledged by 
numerous foreign guests, including those visiting Soviet Uzbekistan. 
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"Admiring the splendid monumentea of ancient architecture in Samarkand and 
Bukhara, we noted with profound satisfaction the atate'a great concern for 
their preservation, 


"We were atruck by the scale of restoration work. We aleo learned that the 
expertise of the restorers is passed on as a legacy from generation to 
generation. This is also profoundly significant and is evidence of your 
caring attitude toward the achievements of ancient culture,"’ Kato Takeo, 
professor of literary studies of the Aoyamo Women's Institute in Tokyo and 
head of a traditional poetry school which is widely known in Japan, who 
was visiting Uzbekistan, wrote. 


"I have visited your country often and seen how considerately Soviet people 
approach monuments to the past and how they value their remarkable prede- 
cessors.... It is simply excellent that a country wherein more than 100 
nationalities and national groups live in friendship and peace knows and 
loves all its outstanding sons," the journalist Joseph North, correspon- 
dent of the DAILY WORLD (United States)," asserts. 


"Il saw in Uzbekistan a fine completed socialist society," Japanese public 
figure Tosma Tonaka testifies. "When | became acquainted with the contem- 
porary culture of the Uzbek people, I observed with satisfaction that their 
culture, which is socialist in content, has, while continuing the centuries- 
old national traditions, preserved its national forr."° 


Such statements from our gueste reflect the real state of affairs in 
Uzbekistan, as, equally, in the other republics of the union. But this 
objective reality is not to the liking of the ideologists of anticommunisn, 
who aspire in every way to distort and blacken the real socialism that has 
been built in our country. 


Bourgeois "Sovietology"” pays particular attention to the problem of cul- 
tural building in the national republics, which it views from the angle 

of distortion of the CPSU's nationality policy as a whole. In distorting 
the party's nationality policy in the Central Asian republics, including 
the achievements of the Central Asian peoples in the sphere of the preser- 
vation, study and use of cultural values, bourgeois orientalists are also 
falsifying the history of the culture of the Central Asian peoples. 


Study of the history of Central Asian culture in the West began back in 
the 17th century, but bourgeois science's interest in the culture of the 
peoples of the Near and Middle East has increased since the 19th century, 
this being connected with the development of the Western power's © olonial 
expansion in the East. In the latter haif of the 19th century there was 
a sharp increase in bourgeois science in the Eurocentrist trend, which 
began to interpret the culture of the peoples of the Near and Middle East, 
including Central Asia, on the basis of racist, chauvinist attitudes. 
Assiduously emphasizing the difference of the culture o: the East from that 
of the West, it saw the particularities and content of the former in its 
mystical, religious and speculative-abstract nature. 
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Denying any positive role of the culture of the peoples of the East, 
including Central Asia, in the development of world civilization and 
accusing it of extreme backwardness, amorphousness and a lack of capacity 
for independent development, Eurocentrism aspired to explain the particu- 
larities of the culture of the peoples of the East by the nature of 
“oriental thought" and "oriental mentality." The outstanding thinkers 

of Central Asia--Farabi, Ibn Sina, Beruni, Navoi and otherse--were accused 
of being unoriginal, mystics and proponents and theoreticians of the 
Muslim religion. 





In general, bourgeois oriental studies ignore Centra! Asia as an indepen- 
dent region with its own distinctive history, as distinct from that of 
Iran, the Arab countries, iia and so forth, and views its culture in 
the general context of Aral or Iranian culture. 


Only Marxist-Leninist science, the sole scientific world outlook, afforded 
an opportunity for restoration of the whole truth concerning the history 
of the culture of the peoples of the Near and Middle East and Central Asia. 


Soviet scholars--philosophers, orientalists, historians and so forth--are 
carrying out a great deal of work on rehabilitating the actual place and 
role of the oriental peoples, including the Central Asian peoples, in the 
creation of the treasure house of world science and culture and substan- 
tiating the origenasity of the enormous spiritual values created by the 
Central Asian peoples. 


This work by Scviet scholars on rehabilitating the true history of the 
culture of the Central Asian peoples is striking effectively at the bour- 
geois falsifiers, who are attempting in every way to distort together with 
the history also the contemporary achievements of Soviet Central Asia in 
the sphere of study of the rich cultural heritage of the past. 


The "Sovietologists''’ favorite method is that of counterposing socialism 

and communism to the achievements of world culture. They accuse the CPSU 
and the Soviet Government of "denying" and "destroying" the cultural heri- 
tage of the past. For example, R. Wortman, J. Billington and others claim 
that "the number of monuments to the past" is being reduced "month by month" 
in the Soviet Union and that "monuments of the historical past" are being 
destroyed.’ 


The journal ABSEES, which is published by a Sovietological center in 
Glasgow, where individual tendentiously selected material from the Soviet 
press is reprinted, attempts to create the impression of the predominance 
of a "destructive tendency" in Soviet culture and its "gradual ruin."® 


Bourgeois "Central Asia experts” also go on and on about the “intensive 
destruction and annihilation of the cultural values" of the Central Asian 
peoples as a result of "Soviet colonialism," the establishment of a "Soviet 
regime" and "communist propaganda."’ Such slanderous assertions were 

widely propagandized by bourgeois “Sovietologists" back in the 1950's-1960's. 
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For example, in his work "Journey to Samarkand" (Toronto, 1960) Larry 
Henderson impudently asserts that Uzbekistan is beginning to forget its 
ancient culture under the influence of communist propaganda. The traitor 
to the motherland B. Hayit attempts to prove in his work "Asir turkler" 
("Captive Turks"), which was published in Turkey in 1964, his thesis of 
the "ruthless destruction of and disregard for the cultural values of 
Turkestan," 


Soviet scholars, relying on Marxist-Leninist methodology, which provides 
the sole scientific criterion of a correct study of the past and of a 
distinction between the progressive and the reactionary and the truly 
popular and the religious and substantiates the principle of class char- 
acter, ideological content and historical method, have created many works 
thoroughly illustrating the history of the development of the culture and 
social-philosophical thought of the Central Asian peoples. 


None of this, of course, is to the liking of our enemies. Thus, B. Hayit 
does not like the fact that Ibn Sina is presented in the interpretation 

of Soviet scholars as an outstanding thinker who put forward a number of 
materialist ideas. 8B. Hayit also "criticizes" our work on Farabi which 
was published in Tashkent in 1961 for the fact that we attempted to reveal 
in it the progressive, materialist aspects of the social-philosophical 
views of this outstanding thinker of the East. ? 


Nor does our scholars’ interpretation of Navoi's artistic-aesthetic 
ideas suit the bourgeois falsifier. He accuses Soviet scholars of 
"distorting" the history of culture; nor is the principle of class char- 
acter and ideological content in an evaluation of the place and role of 
cultural figures to his liking. It is precisely in this that the fero- 
cious anti-Soviet sees the "destruction" of the cultural heritage in 
Soviet science. 


On the other hand, 8. Hayit extols to the utmost Akhmed Yassavi--a 
religious figure of the 12th century and an extreme mystic who played 

a highly reactionary part in the history of the spiritual life of the 
Central Asian peoples. It is significant that a VOA broadcast in Uzbek 
also extolled to the utmost the artistic activity of Sheybani-khan-~-a 
feudal and conqueror of Central Asia at the start of the 16th century 
who caused great harm to the region's cultural life by his aggressive 
wars and who mainly developed clerical ideas in poetry. 


A number of works by bourgeois "Sovietologists" and VOA broadcasts, par- 
ticularly in Uzbek, describe in very fine detail how Uzbeks and other 
representatives of the Central Asian peoples who are inthe United States 
for this reason or the other observe the old customs and religious rites 
and thereby develop the idea that only in the "free" (that is, bourgeois) 
world have extensive conditions been created for preservation of the 
"national heritage" and, moreover, pass off as the basis of this primarily 
various patriarchal-feudal vestiges and religious traditions counterposed 
tc the contemporary spiritual achievements of the Central Asian peoples. 
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Approaching the history of the spiritual life and cultural heritage of the 
peoples from metaphysical and idealistic standpoints and from the viewpoint 
of "single flow" theory, which denies the class character of spiritual cul- 
ture, bourgeois "Sovietologists" ignore the fact that cultural traditions 
may be progressive and conservative, genuinely popular and religious. They 
see the Soviet way of life and socialist culture as the antipode of the 
entire cultural heritage of the Central Asian peoples and, moreover, they 
portray the latter as being purely Muslim. 


Bourgeois "Sovietologists" distort the problem of the cultural heritage 
for the purpose of distorting the CPSU's nationality policy and the line 
of the party and Soviet state in the sphere of cultural building in the 
national republics. 


Such patent anti-Soviets as Allworth, Wheeler, Pipes, B. Hayit, Seton- 
Watson, E. Bacon, Armstrong and others have devoted many works to a 
"study" (that is, distortion) of the nationality question in Central Asia. 
The American "Sovietologist" E. Allworth, for example, the author of many 
anti-Soviet lampoons, is "laboring" very assiduously in this field. He 
has recently begun to gather around himself young anti-Soviets from 
various countries, hold all kinds of conferences and so forth. In 1970 
he drew up a special program of a series of lectures on the nationality 
question in the USSR which he delivers to the students and graduate stu- 
dents of Columbia University. 


Describing this program, VOA frankly acknowledged that its purpose is to 
show that "the Central Asian and Baltic republics have become the victims 
of a dictatorial regime in the sphere of science, the economy and politics." 


In 1972 Allworth conducted a special conference on the CPSU's nationality 
policy in Central Asia whose material, which was imbued with a spirit of 

ferocious anti-Sovietism, was published under the title "The Nationality 

Question in Central Asia." 


A collective monograph entitled ''The Nationality Question in Soviet Cen- 
tral Asia," the compiler and editor of which was the same Edward Allworth, !° 
was published in 1973 on the basis of material of the conference. The 
monograph consists of 15 articles by various authors (mainly from the 

United States), but they all pursue a single goal--distorting the CPSU's 
nationality policy, in the sphere of the development of the culture in the 
USSR's national republics also. 


A collection of articles by foreign anti-Soviets on the nationality ques- 
tion incorporating material of another symposium “on the nationality prob- 
lem in the USSR"" and reports of Canadian Slavists under the leadership of 
the same Allworth and J. Wheeler was once again issued in 1975 in Ottawa 
(Canada). The collection contains 21 articles, a considerable proportion 
of which is devoted to distorting the history of the culture, literature, 
language and cultural heritage of the peoples of Central Asia, particu- 
larly Uzbekistan.!! 
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The authors of a number of articles are forced to note the great concern 

for the preservation of cultural values of the past being displayed in the 
Central Aslan republics, but they attempt to portray it as the manifesta- 
tion of the indigenous population's longing for the olden days and its 
"counteraction" to the Soviet policy of "Russification."” At the same time 
the collection (see, for example, Anna Prosek's article) expresses dis- 
satisfaction with the intensification of the rapprochement and mutual 
enrichment of the national cultures and also a passionate desire for the 
assimilation of the heritage of the past to contribute to the Central 

Asian peoples moving away "from the Russian and other Soviet nationalities.” 


One author,A. Bennigsen, even invented a term to describe the process of 
study of the cultural heritage--"merosism"--which he interprets as "the 
Muslims’ struggle against the Russians and the Russian suppress‘on of the 
national culture." 


But all these fabrications of bourgeois anti-Soviet propaganda lack any 
real foundation. There is no way that they can refute the fact that the 
careful preservation and study of the cultural heritage constitute an im- 
portant direction of the CPSU's cultural policy and a result of the triumph 
of Lenin's ideas on the nationality question. The achievements in the study 
and creative assimilation of the cultural heritage testify to the success- 
ful implementation of Lenin's teaching on continuity in the development of 
culture and the need for the assimilation of the best cultural legacy of 
the past for the development of socialist culture. The achievements in 
this sphere are being utilized extensively in the communist upbringing of 
the working people and the enrichment of the spiritual life of Soviet 
society, which is building communism. 
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M.B. Baratov: "Leninism and the ideology of the Contemporary National 
Liberation Movement” 


The CPSU Central Committee decree "The 110th Anniversary of Viadimir Ll'ich 
Lenin's Birth” emphasizes that "the national liberation movement has won 
Outstanding victories under the direct influence of the ideas of Lenin and 
the Great October and under the influence of the inapiring example of the 
development of world socialiem, Many young states aspiring to eliminate 
backwardness, achieve economic independence and build a just society are 
turning to Marxism=Leniniem and to the experience of real socialiom, ' 


V.1. Lenin shrewdly observed that the national Liberation movement would 
hot stop halfeway and that the achievement of political independence was 
only the start of the liberation of the peoples from imperialist exploita- 
tion and that “in the coming decisive battles of the world revolution the 
movement of the majority of the world's people, initially geared to, 
national liberation, will turn against capitalism and imperialiom. "? 


In the new concrete-historical situation V.I. Lenin developed the ideas 

of K, Marx and F. Engele on the future of peoples oppressed by capitaliem, 
creating the scientific theory of the noncapitalist path of development 

of formerly backward peoples toward socialism. Brilliant confirmation of 
this in practice was the successful transition to soctaliem, bypassing 
capitaliem, of the Central Asian Soviet republics and Mongolia. And now 
many developing Asian and African countries have taken the path of a 
socialist orientation. 


V.1. Lenin revealed in his works of genius the tremendous role of the 
national liberation movement in the world revolutionary struggle against 
imperialiem and for the socialist transiormation of the world; and armed 
the party of communists with a revolutionary program on the nationality 
question, formulated ite political and methodological principles, revealed 
the dialectics of the practical solution of the nationality question, 
subjected various opportunist concepts in the nationality question to 
devastating criticism and showed the groundleseness of nihilism in rela- 
tion to the national liberation movement. 


V.1. Lenin laid the foundation of the anti-imperialist alliance of the 
forces of socialism, the working clase in the capitalist countries and 
the national liberation struggle and formulated its basic principles, 
which are being constantly and consistently implemented by the communist 
and vorkers parties. 


V.1. Lenin's report at the Second All-Russian Congress of Communist Organ- 
izations of the Peoples of the East was of great significance in the 
formulation and implementation of the strategic line of the communist and 
national liberation movement of the peoples of the East. “The task,” 

V.1. Lenin said, “is to arouse revolutionary activeness to the independent 
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activity and organigation of the working people's masses, irrespective of 
the level they have reached, translate the true communist teaching, which 
is intended for the communists of more advanced countries, inte the lan- 
guage of each people, accomplish the immediately practical taske which 
have to be accomplished and merge in the common struggle with the prole= 
tariane of other countries,” 


V.1, Lenin scientifically substantiated the content and taske of the 
liberation movement of the peoples of the Bast and showed that the revo- 
lutionary national bourgeoisie was the leader of this movement and the 
peasantry the main social force. It is precisely the peasantry, coneti- 
tuting the vast majority of the population of the countries of the Kaet, 
which ia primarily inspired by the democratic, national Liberation ideas, 
contributing to the conversion of bourgeois ideology into a masse ideology 
and, frequently, the prevailing ideology of the social movement. Taking 
the strong influence of religion in the East into consideration, V.1. 
Lenin believed also that the revolutionary bourgeoisie would undoubtedly 
make use of religion to enlist the working people's masses on ite side. 


Bourgeois ideological currents in the Asian and African countries are, as 
a tule, saturated with religious content. The religious outer covering of 
political programs corresponds not only to the social mentality of the 
broad masses but also to the interests of the clase heading the national 
liberation etruggle, that is, the national bourgeoisie. For this reason, 
V.1. Lenin, while noting the progressive features of nationalist ideology 
in the Asian and African countries, cautioned against their dogmatic 
absolutigation. He pointed out that the bourgeoisie is not a consistent 
defender of its country's interests. 


Speaking of the two trends in the nationalism of oppressed peoples, V.1. 
Lenin noted its historicity, comparative progressiveness, distinct phases 
and singularities of evolution. The first trend is participation in the 
struggle against al! forms of oppression and coercion, against imperial- 
iem and colonialiem and for national independence and regeneration. This 
trend is objectively progressive. The second trend is the aspiration 

of the bourgeoisie of the oppressed nation to impose on the broad masses 
the ideas of bourgeois nationaliem and subordinate them to ite rule. 
This trend is reactionary. “Insofar as," V.1i. Lenin wrote, “the bour- 
geoisie of an oppressed nation struggles against the oppressor, we will 
always and in all cases and more resolutely than all be for it for we 
ourselves are bold and consistent enemies of oppression. Insofar as the 
bourgeoisie of an oppressed nation advocates its own bourgeois national- 
ism, we will be against it." 


Practice confirms that the delineation and polarization of political- 
ideological forces in the developing countries are occurring in accor- 
dance with Lenin's forecast: reactionary forces are concentrated on the 
one side, revolutionary, democratic and anti-imperialist on the other. 
The recent events in Iran, Afghanistan and elsewhere are a graphic indi- 
cation of this. 
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The great liberating ideas of Leniniem, the ideas of October and the deci- 
sive impact of feal socialism determined the lightning speed of the process 
of Liberation of the colonial and dependent countries, 


As 4 resuit of the collapse of the colonial system approximately 2 billion 
people=-almost one-half of mankind=-have torn themselves away from colonial 
and semicolonial bondage, Over 90 new national states have been formed, 


it is exceptionally important, L.1, Breshnev emphasizes, that many lLiber- 
ated states are declining the capitalist development path and setting as 
their goal the building of a society free from exploitation and taking 
socialiem as their reference point. 


The leading parties and organizations of euch countries as the People's 
Republic of the Congo, the People's Democratic Republic of Yemen, the 
People's Republic of Benin, the People's Republic of Angola, the People's 
Republic of Mozambique, Socialist Ethiopia, the United Republic of 
Tanzania, the Guinea Socialist People's Republic and others have proclaimed 
Marxiem-Leniniem their official ideology. 


in the process of the formation of leading parties the revolutionary 
democrats of the developing countries aspire to reliance primarily on 
the working class, laboring peasantry and patriotic intelligentsia. This 
process is being accompanied by the increased activeness of the masses, 
the enlistment of new working people's strata in economic and social- 
political life, an intensification of the propaganda of progressive 

ideas and the surmounting of backward reactionary views and concepts. 
Back in December 1969 the Congolese Labor Party proclaimed the creation 
of a vanguard party on the basie of Marxist-Leninist teaching, and the 
fourth party congress, which was held in December 1974 under the slogan 
"The Creative Activity of the Masses and the Decisive Role of the Cadres,” 
emphasized in its material that “propaganda of the ideas of Marxisn- 
Leniniem should be closely combined with a decisive struggle against 
bourgeois ideology.” 


Mozambique President Samora Machel deciared in July 1979: "Marxism- 
Leninis® is not an imported theory for Mozambique. It was won by the 
struggle of Mozambique workers and peasants against oppression and 
exploitation. It was precisely the class struggle of the working people 
which contributed to their adoption and realization of the principles of 
scientific socialism. It is making its contribution to the development 
and enrichment of the teaching of Marx, Engels and Lenin. Only socialism 
can resolve the problems confronting Mozambique...."® 


At the First Popular Movement for the Liberation of Angola-Labor Party 
Congress in December 1977 President Agostinho Neto said: “Understanding 
its great aim--building a free and socialist Angola--our party takes as 

a basis the doctrine of scientific socialism and the concept of the world- 
historical role of the working class, creatively applying Marxism-Leninisa 
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to the specific conditions of our country.... Only scientific socialism 
is capable of providing a correct anawer to the complex problems of our 
time and of solving them in the interests of the people and the progress 
of mankind, Marxtem=-Leniniam actentifically expresses the intereste of 
4il working people and the oppressed. For thie reason there can be no 
African or European soctaliam, socialiam for the highly developed coun- 
tries and developing countries...." 


The Yemen Socialist Party, which was created in the People's Democratic 
Republic of Yemen in December 1978, points out in its program that "rely- 

ing on the theory of sctentific socialiem and the historical experience 

of socialist building, primarily in the Soviet Union, and enriching its 

own revolutionary experience, the party aspires to complete the stage of 
national-democratic transformations and embark on the building of socialism. '® 


Profound changes are also occurring in the political views of the revolu- 
tionary democrats of the People's Republic of Benin (formerly Dahomey). 

The Benin People's Revolution Party was created there in 1975. Its first 
congress (1976) adopted the "Declaration of the Party's General Line" 

anc the stages of the Benin revolution. The declaration says that the 

Benin People's Revolution Party was created as "che party of the working 
classe and laboring peasantry on the ideological basis of Marxism-Leninism. '? 


Important progressive changes are occurring in Ethiopia, Tanzania, Algeria, 
Guinea, the Democratic Republic of Madagascar and others. 


Thus the leading, determining trend at the current stage is the intensi- 
fication and extension of the revolutionary process in the Asian and 
African countries. 


Vusizwe Seme, a progressive research scholar, observes in an article 
entitled "The Revolutionary Process in Africa"'® that the number of organ- 
izations and parties proclaiming Marxism-Leninism their ideological basis 
is growing constantly in Africa. “The days when colonial rulers isolated 
the peoples of the African continent from the liberating ideas of Marxism- 
Leniniam and the achievements of the Soviet Union and other socialist 
countries are gone forever," the author emphasizes. He goes on to observe 
that “the experience of the development of the Soviet Central Asian 
republics and Kazakhstan, which ewitched to socialism, bypassing capital- 
iem, ie attractive for many African countries which have freed themselves 
from colonial dependence.” 


An acute struggle is underway in the developing Asian and African countries 
between reactionary and progressive ideological currents. This struggle 
reflects the complex process of national regeneration and of a search for 
paths of further development being experienced by the peoples of the 
liberated countries. 
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The intensifying social heterogeneousness is engendering various forms of 
so-called "national socialiam" in these countries, 


In some cases extensive use is made of the symbols and notions of the past 
which are deeply rooted in the massa consciousness. To some extent this 

is the nature of the appeals to religion and the aspiration to incorporate 
it as an element of secular doctrines. Whence the broad spectrum of 
"religious nationalisms" as a characteristic feature of the ideological- 
spiritual life of a number of liberated countries. In other cases 

various ideological-political currents attempt to exploit people's dreams 
about a better future, and, furthermore, the pictures of the future are 
painted in images of the past and for this reason are utopian in character. 


Some supporters of "negritude," “national,” "Asian" and "African" socialism 
and so forth declare the "third world" countries to be the vectors of 

truly human relationships and the ideals of humanism, goodness and justice. 
They see the unity of these countries in arbitrarily selected formal cul- 
tural indications and make attempts on this basis to create a certain 
exclusive ("African," "Asian" and others) philosophy and world outlook. 
These ideologists talk about the East's "special mission" in the history 
of mankind, which allegedly amounts to "curing" the peoples of the West 
from the inclination toward material well-being and familiarizing them 
with religious spiritual culture. They claim that only religion can save 
mankind from degradation and provide it with the basis for a "righteous 
life." 


Thus the apologists of Hindu communalism believe that, as distinct from 
the West, "which is wallowing in the depths of materialism," the East has 
always attempted to look "inside one's soul," been occupied "with the 
search for God" and so forth. Certain Muslim ideologists in Pakistan, 
Iran and a number of Arab countries counterpose Islam to socialism and 
accuse the communist ideology of "crude materialism" and a disregard for 
spiritual values. 


There has recently been a galvanization of the activity of the Socialist 
International in the Asian and African countries. The leaders of the 
Socialist International are trying to carry the worker and democratic 
movement in the liberated countries with them and direct it along the 
reformist path. The 13th Socialist International Congress (Geneva, 1976) 
admitted the Senegalese Socialist Party to this organization, and its 
general secretary, L. Senghor, was elected deputy chairman of the Social - 
ist International. 


Reformist ideologists counterpose the national to the class and preach 
social peace in a society riven by antagonistic contradictions. At the 
same time they spread the myth of the “unsuitability” of the teaching of 
scientific socialism for the developing African countries. 


Reformist ideology is manifested, in particular, in the concepts of 
Senegalese President L. Senghor, Tunisian President H. Bourguiba and others. 
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Senghor believes that the Europeans bring with them rationalism and "the 
civilization of analysis, mathematics, engineering, material well-being, 
power and spiritual poverty." 


Africans, on the other hand, Senghor believes, lack egoism and a rational 
approach to life; African society consists of people which aspire to the 
blossoming of the human personality.!! Whence a conclusion is drawn as to 
the inapplicability to African conditions of both Western social, politi- 
cal and economic concepts and sctentific socialism. 


The '"Destourian socialism" concept was the theoretical basis of the pro- 
gram of the Destourian Socialist Party headed by H. Bourguiba. It incor- 
porates propositions on national unity, the absence of class struggle in 

the country and harmony and cooperation among all strata of the population. !2 
Recent events in Tunis clearly showed the groundlessness of such concepts. 


There also exists a theory of the "settlement of conflicts in the develop- 
ing countries." It provides for the creation of "special institutions" 
designed to localize internal conflicts and shape "national unanimity." 
The supporters of this theory propagandize the ideas of the "society of 
universal prosperity,’ the "moral improvement of society" and others. 
While asserting in words that neither capitalism nor communism are 
"suitable" for the developing countries, they in fact advocate certain 
reforms within the framework of the bourgeois society and are defenders 

of the capitalist development path. 


According to the concept of the supporters of neocolonialism, anticolonial 
revolutions constitute, as it were, a transitional stage toward the 
highly developed "single industrial society" of the West. 


The reactionary theory of the "convergence" of the two social systems, 
which is propagandized by the defenders of capitalism and which claims a 
global, universal nature, asserts that a process of the formation of a 
"single industrial society" is proceeding in different countries which 
allegedly combines the essential features of capitalism and communism 
without, however, being either socialism or communism in line with their 
transition to the highest stages of industrial development, "mass consump- 
tion" and so forth. The liberated countries are also to embark on this 
"common path,” it is said, as their development level rises. Of course, 
none of this has anything in common with actual reality and the regu- 
larities of man's historical development, which are revealed in depth by 
Marxist-Leninist theory. 


Bourgeois ideologists are attempting to construct new, more refined 
pseudotheories of social development. Thus the French bourgeois ideolo- 
gist J. Lamaitre claims in his book "Chaos or a Third Way"'? that the sole 
social system capable of “harmerizing" modern society and solving the most 
important problems confronti sind is liberalism. He claims that the 
essential prerequisites of liberalism as a system called upon to replace 
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capitalism and socialism are a high level of development of the production 
forces and the assertion of a new ideology on the basis of a complete re- 
assessment of values. 


According to Lamaitre, three forms of ownership would exist under liberal- 
ism: individual, collective and--minimally--state, that is, belonging to 
the entire nation, Each enterprise would be managed by an appropriate 
collective body--a council of working people. The reactionary, utopian 
nature of such pseudotheories is obvious, 


For the ideologists of the forces of imperialism and reaction the main 
task is to preserve the existing structure of social and production rela- 
tions and defend the interests of the exploiter classes. Their ideologi- 
cal and political banner is anticommunism, the denial of class antagonisms, 
reactionary nationalism and others. Proceeding from the interests of the 
exploiter classes, they are attempting to direct the peoples’ national 
liberation struggle into the channel of racism and reactionary nationalism. 
The Maoists are acting as their active accomplices in this. 





International imperialism is feverishly seeking new paths and methods to 
preserve its positions and increase the liberated countries’ dependence 
on the world capitalist system. A certain restructuring of neocolontal- 
ist policy intended to adapt it to the realities of the 1970's and the 
present peculiarities of the liberation struggle of the peoples of the 
developing countries was begun for this purpose. 


The "modernization" which is underway means primarily the accelerated 
development of dependent capitalism in the liberated countries and 
attempts to keep them within the sphere of influence of monopoly capital. 


Within the framework of the notorious "mutual dependence" the imperialist 
countries wish to preserve for themselves the monopoly of the most impor- 
tant sectors of the economy and the decisive areas of the development of 

science and technology and to increase in every way the developing coun- 

tries’ technical-economic dependence on the imperialist states. 


At the same time imperialism is stepping up its intrigues aimed at dis- 
uniting the progressive forces and splitting the national liberation 
movement. It is relying here on various reactionary elements in these 
countries, from feudal cliques through bourgeois nationalists and Maoists. 
The imperialists are employing an extensive arsenal of means, from economic 
pressure to military coups and direct armed intervention for the purpose 

of “exporting counterrevolution" in order to halt these countries’ movement 
along the path of the anti-imperialist struggle and noncapitalist develop- 
ment. 


Anticommunism and anti-Sovietism are the main ideological-political 

weapon of imperialism and neocolonialism. Whence their continuous attacks 
on scientific socialism and every conceivable attempt to blacken real 
socialism, Lenin's theory and practice of the solution of the nationality 
question and others. 








But deapite the comparative lack of numbers of the working class in the 
developing countries and other objective and subjective difficulties, 

the ideas of scientific socialiem are penetrating deeper and deeper into 
the midst of the working class, working intelligenteia and peasantry. 

The current state of the ideological struggle in the developing Asian, 
African and Latin American countries teatifies that Lenin's theory of 

the development of national-democratic revolutions into socialist revolu- 
tions and Lenin's strategy and tactics of the solution of the nationality 
question are of decisive significance in the further extension of the 
national liberation movement and ite ideology. 


The entire contemporary experience of man's historical development incon- 
trovertibly proves the all-conquering force of the ideas of Leninism--the 
Marxiem of the era of imperialiem and proletarian revolutions, the era of 
the downfall of colonialism and the victory of national liberation move- 
ments and the era of man's transition from capitalism to socialism and 
the building of a communist society. “Lenin's conclusion as to the 
natural connection of the national Liberation movement with the revolu- 
tionary struggle of the proletariat has been fully confirmed. Just like 
the historic gains already achieved, the prospects of nationa, liberation 
revolutions are inseparable from the victories of the international work- 
ing clase and world socialism. These revolutions are unfolding as an 
organic component of the single revolutionary process."! 5 


No efforts of imperialism and its accomplices can halt the irreversible 
process of the national and social liberation of the peoples which was 
initiated by the victory of the Great October, which opened to all man- 
kind the right path toward freedom and social progress. 
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E.l, Fazylov: "Development of the National Languages in the USSR and Its 
Distortion by the Ideologistse of Anticommunism" 


The Soviet Union, which is founded on the Leninist principles of democracy, 
equality and the fraternal friendship of the peoples, unites 15 union and 
20 autonomous republics, 8 autonomous oblasts and 10 national okrugs. 

More than 120 nations, nationalities and ethnic groups speaking different 
languages, each of which has the conditions for comprehensive development, 
live in the national republics, okrugs and oblasts. 


The solution of the language problem was one of the greatest achievements 
of real socialism. The Communist Party and the Soviet state performed a 
tremendous amount of work, which made it possible to successfully develop 
linguistic construction in our country in the shortest time, proceeding 
from the interests of all the fraternal peoples and their genuine equality. 


The comprehensive development of the languages of all the USSR's socialist 
nations and nationalities is inseparably connected with the name of the 
great Lenin. Consistently implementing the principles of socialist demo- 
cratiem and internationalism, Vladimir Il'ich always ardently championed 
the complete equality of all nations, nationalities and national minori- 
ties. Lenin pointed out: "Not a single privilege either for one nation 
or one language! Neither the olightest oppression nor the slightest in- 
justice for a national minority!" 


V.I. Lenin said that a compulsory state language not only is not necessary 
but is harmful inasmuch as it accords a privilege to one nation and in- 
sisted on full recognition of the rights of the native tongues of all 
peoples. 


Explaining the erroneousness of S.G. Shaumyan's standpoint, V.I. Lenin 
wrote: 

"You are for a state language in Russia.... I resolutely disagree...." 
And, further: ‘It is shameful to advocate a state language. This is 
police brutality.”” 

"...A compulsory state language," V.I. Lenin pointed out, "is attended by 
coercion and it has to be driven home."“ And for this reason "the demo- 
cratic state must unconditionally recognize the complete freedom of 
native languages and reject any privileges for one language. "> 


Viadimir I[l‘ich believed that a just solution of the national question 
was only possible in a socialist society. He linked the struggle for 
social and national rights with the peoples’ struggle for the development 
of their national languages. 


While defending the free development of the nations and national lan- 
guages V.I. Lenin at the same time advocated their rapprochement and 
cohesion and the merging of everything democratic and progressive in them. 
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Practice has convincingly corroborated the brilliance of the principles 
of linguistic policy formulated by V.I. Lenin. 


The successes of linguistic construction in our country may be illus- 
trated in the example of Central Asia and Kazakhstan. The elimination of 
{lliteracy, the development of a new written language, determination of 
the dialect base and the orthographical, orthoepic and stylistic norms 

of the literary language and so forth--this is a far from complete list 
of what has served as the basis of the solution of the language question 
and insured the rapid development of the national languages in these re- 
gions, as throughout the country. The creation of an extensive network 
of schools where teaching is conducted in the native language was an 
important part of Linguistic construction. 


The tremendous achievements in the sphere of linguistic construction and 
the development of the national languages in our country are of exceptional 
political and international significance, on the plane of the acute ideo- 
logical struggle of the two world systems--socialism and capitalism--also. 


V.I. Lenin emphasized that "any dilution of socialist ideology and any 
departure from it thereby signifies a strengthening of bourgeois ideology." 
This instruction of Lenin's is also of fundamental significance in the 
struggle against the fabrications of the ideologists of anticommunism on 
the question of the fate of the national languages in the Soviet Union, 
particularly in Uzbekistan. 
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The main center of anti-Soviet propaganda in this field also is the United 
States, where courses in Uzbek, Kazakh and other Turkic languages were 
originally begun in army units for strategic purposes; at the start of 

the 1950's these courses were organized for the air force and, subsequently, 
within the walls of American colleges "for academic purposes." 


Four leading U.S. foundations finance the training of "specialists" in 

the languages of the Central Asian republics: a government foundation, 
more often known as the National Defense Education Act, the Rockefeller 
Foundation, the Carnegie Corporation Foundation and the Ford Foundation. 


The National Defense Education Act is aimed mainly at creating centers 

of Central Asian studies with a linguistic emphasis. Some 224 topics and 
study aids, including "Elementary Uzbek" by Prof Alo Raun, "Manual of 
Uzbek Grammar" by Andre Shoberg, "Uzbek Reader" by Nikolas Poppe and so 
forth, were worked up just in the first 5 years (1958-30 June 1963) in 
line with the program for developing the study of foreign languages drawn 
up on the basis of the National Defense Education Act. 


As acknowledged by Prof Derek S. Bok--a lawyer specialized in labor legis- 
lation and president of Harvard since 1971--numerous centers of "Sovieto- 
logical” research in the United States began to blossom after World War II, 
"mainly because the tension on account of the cold war had focused the 
nation's attention on the Soviet Union."” 
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The extent of the financing of the "Sovdetological" centers is growing 
constantly. Just two centers--Columbia and Harvard--were allocated 

$8 million for 1977. Furthermore, the same significance is attached to 
the training of "Sovietologists"” as to the creation of new types of 
armament. An authority on arms control, Prof Marshall D. Shulman, direc- 
tor of Columbia's Russian Institute, wrote that the training of first- 
rate specialists in Soviet affairs "conversant with the economy, poli- 
tical system, history, society and people" takes just as long as the 
production of a new missile, 


A tremendous number of special publications on the CPSU's national and 
linguistic policy has appeared in the West in the last 30 years. Asser- 
tions concerning the "linguistic Russification of the broad masses," 
"assimilation of the national languages" and "the supremacy and special 
position of Russian in the linguistic life of the USSR peoples" and that 
the “ultimate goal of the communist society is the fusion of the lan- 
guages of the USSR peoples into a single language--Russian" are most 
prevalent in them. These pronouncements pass from publication to publi- 
cation virtually unchanged or in an insignificantly modified form, but 
their essence is as before. There is a kind of verbal contest of 
"Sovietologists" in inventions concerning the functioning and develop- 
ment of the national languages in the Soviet Union. 


Geoffrey E. Wheeler, founder and director of the former Central Asian 
Study Center in London (1953-1968) and editor of the journal CENTRAL ASIAN 
REVIEW, which was forced to close; Boris Meisner, diplomat, doctor of law, 
professor and director of the Institute for Oriental Law in Cologne; 
Alexander A. Bennigsen, professor of the Department of History at Chicago 
University; Ethel Dunn, secretary of the Scientific Research Center for 
Social Problems (California, United States); Stephen Dunn, director of 
the Special Problems Research Center at Berkeley and editor of the jour- 
nals SOVIET SOCIOLOGY and SOVIET ANTHROPOLOGY AND ARCHAEOLOGY; Richard 
Pipes, professor at Harvard; Hugh Seton-Watson, professor at the lU/niver- 
sity of London; Teresa Rakowska-Harmstone, professor of Carlston [as 
published] College; Edward Allworth, profe@sor of Columbia University; 
and others stand out particularly among these "experts." 


On the question ot the CPSU's national and linguistic policy they are in 
complete solidarity with such frenzied anti-Soviets as Baymirza Hayit, 
Vali Zunun, Tahir Cagatay, Ibrahim Yarkin, Vali Kayumkhan and others. 


T, "Sevietologists" adduce the reform of the script as the main argument 
"Sussification" of our country's peoples. According to them, the 
n ‘.* alphabet of the Central Asian peoples "undermines the true basis 


of th ir culture” ([{V. Kolarz]), while the transition to an alphabet 
based on Cyrillic has led to their "isolation from the peoples of the 
foreign East" ([{Ch.V. Khostler, F. Barkhari]) and to their being "cut 
off from the classical heritage written in Arabic" (E. Bacon). They 
frequently refer for corroboration of these assertions to authorities in 
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the cultural sphere, particularly Prof Abdurauf Fitrat. But precisely 

A. Fitrat was an active participant in the reform of Uzbek orthography. 
He said in 1921 at the first all-uzbek congress devoted to questions of 
the language and orthography: "The times demand the speediest elimina- 
tion of illiteracy, and all the prerequisites for this exist. The script 
and orthography of many peoples are convenient and systematized, which is 
not the case with us. The Arabic alphabet with its intricacy and lack of 
strict rules is unsuitable for Uzbek. The difficulty of Arabic script is 
that it is necessary to return several times to what has been written to 
put in various diacritic marks.... There ensues from all this a need to 
adopt a new orthography which would take into consideration all the short- 
comings of the Arabic alphabet and orthography. It is impossible to 
eliminate illiteracy and impossible to enhance culture with the old 
orthography or, rather, the lack of orthography and strict rules."® 


The correctness of these words has been proven by history. Every impartial 
person who is au courant with the social and spiritual life of our country 
cannot fail to see that the improvement of the written language has con- 
tributed to the expansion of the social functions of the literary Languages, 
which have become the languages of science and literature, the press and 
tuition in the school. 


The close economic cooperation and voluntary rapprochement of the peoples 
of the Soviet Union gave rise to a practical need for a medium of inter- 
nation communication. By virtue of a number of historically evolved cir- 
cumstances, Russian has become the inter-nation language in the USSR. 

Sh.R. Rashidov theoretically substantiated the tremendous role of national- 
Russian bilingualism in the development of the culture of the mature social- 
ist society. 





There are well-known examples in man's history of individual languages 
functioning as means of communication between different peoples. How- 
ever, they either extended to merely certain spheres of this communication 
(for example, the Latin and Arabic of the Middle Ages served as the lan- 
guages of predominantly science and religion) or were a means of communi- 
cation of the privileged classes (French in West Europe, for example). 
Certain Languages were also used as an instrument of colonialism, which 
depressed the development of the national cultures and languages and of 
the peoples of Asia, Africa and other countries. 


The position of Russian among the national languages of the fraternal 
family of USSR peoples is fundamental’y different from interlinguistic 
relations in the capitalist world. Russian is one of many equal lan- 
guages of the USSR peoples. 


Knowledge of Russian by all the USSR peoples and its prevalence in all 
spheres of their life does not signify a belittling of the importance of 
the native national languages and the dissolving of one language in 
another. On the contrary, this is promoting their mutual enrichment and 
the development of their national creative potential and inner specifics. 
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The blossoming of the culture of our country's Pevpies and the extensive 
functioning of the national languages are foreing the “Sovietologiste” to 
reexamine their views and concepts, They have been forced to admit in 
one way of afether in recent publications thet a process of the comprehen= 
sive development of the fational languages te under way in the Soviet 
Vaion, 


Here we ®ention a work of the net unknown Geoffrey £. Wheeler entitled 
"The Russian Presence in Central Asia,” which says: “...The national 
lafiguages have reached the stage of development where they can be used as 
4 mediue of higher scientific information,..and from being among the most 
backward in the Muslin world 50 years ago the Soviet Central delen peoples 
are now, at least, on the way to becoming the moet advanced,” 


Prof Michael Riwkin, @ specialist on the national!ty question, writes in 
the work "Religion, Modern Nationaliem and Political Power in Soviet Cen- 
tral Asia”: “The conelustion te clear: the moet educated Muslims actually 
Study Russian as an indispensable meane of their own development, but 
there is no linguistic Russification, and a genuine revival of the local 
Turkic languages is underway ,."'° 


An analysis of recent publications of the foreign falsifiers shows that 
they have begun to study the linguistic processes occurring in our coun- 
try in greater depth and that their research is now embracing a broader 
range of questions. The appearance of such works as “The Development of 
Modern Literary Usbek: Some Historical Analogies” by Paul M. Austin, 
junior professor of the Department of Russian and Slavonic Studies at 
MeGill; “The Status of the Languages of the National Minorities in Soviet 
Education: an Evaluation of Recent Changes” by Brian D Silver, assistant 
professor of public administration of Florida State University; and "Uzbeks 
and Puseiane’ ‘in the collection CANADIAN SLAVONIC PAPERS) by James 
Critchlow,’ for example, testifies to this. 


The “Sovietologists” attempt in their latest publications to replace the 
tera “Ruesification” with the term “Sevietizgation.” Thus Paul M. Austin 
writes: “The sccusation is often made abroad that 4 process of Russifica- 
tion of the national languages is taking place. it may be argued, however, 
that it is 4 procees of ‘Sovietigation’' rather than ‘Russification’ which 
i@ taking pla eo.” 


Until recentivy bieniew Breezineki and Richard Pipes were assuring us that 
the total agsimilation of ail the peoples was under way in the Soviet 
Union. Their concepts are now undergoing a kind of evolution. in his 


work “The Political Shades of Meaning of Soviet Nationality Problems” 
Zbigniew Brzezinski now speaks of the “dissolving and biological assimila- 
tion” only of Belorussians, Moldavians and Kagakhs. Richard Pipes adds 

to thie liet Sashkirs, Tatare and Germane ("Nationalities and Nationalism 
in the USSR: A Soviet Dilemma”). 
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the "Sovietologists” are putting the main emphasis on national sentiments, 
Wwe Now encounter in their works such torma ae "Orthodox nationaliam" 
(David Abshire, Center for Strategic International Studies, Georgetown 
University), “Soviet imperial nationaliem"” (Hugh Seton-Watson, University 
of London) and “ethnic nationaliam" (Teresa Rakowska-Harmatone). They are 
attempting here to portray themselves as “objective” research workers con- 
cerned for the fate and prosperity of peoples residing on USSR territory. 


The authors of the collective work "Soviet Nationality Problems"-- 

Fdware Allworth, Alexander Bennigsen, Zbigniew Brzezinski and others-- 
observed: "A formidable obstacle to a change in the Americans’ approach 
is created by the fact that we know relatively little about the Soviet 
Nationalities or their common problems.... There are available huge stock- 
piles of virtually unutilized material which is accessible to scientific 
commentary and which awaits publication in the press and books of the USSR 
in the local languages. The more extensive use of this source might not 
oniy take us further than the fruitless paraphrasing of old data, which 

is frequently planned for export, but also reveal a multitude of important 
possibilities for productive new research."!? 





Extensive use has come to be made in recent years, as is evident from the 
publications of American "Sovietologists," of the material of newspapers 
and books published in Uzbek. The work of James Critchlow (recently direc- 
tor of Radio Liberty's Information Department and senior Soviet expert of 
the U.S.1.S.) "Signs of Growing Nationalism in the Muslim Soviet Republics" 
(in the collection "The Soviets in Asia") is based entirely on material of 
the Uzbek press and books. 


The principal aim of all "“Sovietologists"” is to undermine the indestructi- 
ble unity and friendship of the peoples of the Soviet Union. Participating 
in a joint symposium conducted with financial assistance from Georgetown 
University's Center for Strategic and International Studies and George 
Washington University's Institute of Sino-Soviet Studies, James Critchlow 
frankly admitted that “the study of the Soviet nationalities and their 
problems conceals an intention to split the Soviet Union. We must inves- 
tigate whether such a split would be in our interests or whether it would 
be followed by anarchy, chaos and so forth." At this same symposium 

T. Rakowska-Harmstone did not conceal a clear desire to undermine the 
Soviet system from within. 


The "Sovietologists'” extensive enlistment of material on the national 
languages of the USSR peoples makes it incumbent upon us to approach with 
all due responsibility publications which exagine questions of modern 
terminology, social aspects and the theory of language and literature and 
others. 


A particularly lively interest is being displayed abroad in the culture 
and language of the Central Asian peoples. This leads us to the convic- 
tion of the need for the creation as quickly as possible of an Uzbek 
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grammar and atudy aids and phrasebooks in Engliah, French and German 
which would correspond to modern philological requirements and reflect 

in their illustrative material our republic's economic and sociopolitical 
achlevementa., 


Currently, when a bitter atruggle of two ideologies and two different 
world outlooks=-bourgeois and soctalisat--is under way in the world arena, 
it is essential that we make a thorough study of all foreign publications, 
not forgetting here that in the same United States there are specialists 
who are, as a whole, objectively investigating the development of the 
languages and literatures of the Central Asian peoples. I refer to the 
publications of [Janos Ekman, David Saynar, Il'za Laude-Tairtautas, A. 
Bodrogligetti] and certain others. 


Many of our country's universities have Turkic studies departments whose 
lecturers conduct courses on the history, literature and language of the 
Turkic-speaking peoples, which are second in the USSR in strength of popu- 
lation. But our biggest university in Central Asia has no such department. 
For this reason our young specialists are insufficiently knowledgeable 
about the history of the culture of their brother peoples. 


Yet knowledge of the history, language and literature of the peoples con- 
stituting the bulk of the population of five union (the Uzbek, Azerbaijan, 
Kazakh, Turkmen and Kirgiz) and six autonomous (the Bashkirskaya, 
Tatarskaya, Karakalpakskaya, Tuvinskaya, Chuvashskaya and Yakutskaya) 
republics and also three autonomous oblasts is of importance in the 
youth's international education, 
V.I. Lenin proudly wrote: “We love our language and our mother land."!" 
His attitude toward his native language and love and concern for it are 
a worthy example of how we must preserve and defend our language and our 
national culture. 

FOOTNOTES 
l. V.1i. Lenin, “Poln. sobr. soch."' [Complete Works], vol 23, p 150. 
2. Ibid., vol 48, p 233. 
3. Ibid., p 302. 
4. Ibid., vol 24, p 295. 
5. Ibid., vol 25, pp 71-72. 
6. Ibid., vol 6, p 40. 


7, NEW YORK TIMES 24 November 1976, p 8. 
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R.Kh, Aminova: "A Critique of Bourgeois Concepts of the Solution of the 
Nationality Question in the USSR (On the Basia of the 
Example of Usghekiatan)" 


The multinational Soviet people are marching in the full bloom of their 
creative forces toward new successes on the path of communist building. 
Outstanding achievements have been notched up by the Usbek and other 
peoples of the Soviet East thanks to the consistent implementation of 
Lenin's nationality policy and the fraternal assistance and mutual assis- 
tance of the USSR peoples. From a formerly backward agrarian colony of 
teariem Uzbekistan has become in the years of Soviet power a flourishing 
socialist republic with a highly developed economy, culture and science 
and a beacon of socialiam in the East. 


The splendid successes of Lenin's nationality policy in the USSR delight 
and gratify our friends and serve ae an example for all peoples who have 
liberated themselves or who are fighting for their national and social 
liberation and, naturally, give rise to the malice and hatred of our 
enemies. 


The ideologists of anticommunism are attempting in every way to blacken 
the CPSU's nationality policy and the theory and practice of the solution 
of the nationality question in the USSR, including Uzbekistan. 


A large number of "scientific" centers, periodicals and individual "special- 
ists" are engaged in the West in a "study" or, more properly, falsification 
of the Soviet experience of the solution of the nationality question in 

the Central Asian republics. We would mention, among others, the Russian 
Research Center at Harvard (United States), which has worked up a special 
program for the "study" of Central Asia and which publishes a large number 
of monographs on this problem (the “works,” for example, of M. Riwkin, 

T. Rakowska-Harmstone and others), Yale and other American colleges and 
institutes, which together with other problems of "Sovietology” also 

study the solution of the nationality question in Central Asia. 


Fstablishments specializing in a study of the Central Asian republics and 
the experience of the solution of the nationality question in them also 
function in Great Britain. These are the Central Asian Royal Society 

and the Central Asian Research Center. A large number of publications 

on this problem are the work of the British "Sovietologists" Geoffrey 
Wheeler, Violet Conolly and others. 


A wide-ranging complex of economic, sociological, cultural and other 
aspects of this problem is the subject of American and British “special- 
ists'” falsification apropos the nationality question in Central Asia. 


A. Bennigsen, [C. Lemers'ye-Kel'kezhe, d'Ankos, V. Montey] and others 
(sixth sector of the Higher Political Science School in the Sorbonne) 
are the leading “specialists” on Soviet Central Asia in France. An 
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increased interest in queations of national and cultural development and 
the state of the Muslim religion in the USSR ie typical of the French 
bourgeois "Central Asia experta." 


Major centers for "study" of the nationality queetion in Central Asia 
operate in the FRG (Duesseldorf, Munich). They are characterized by the 
extensive use of anti-Soviet material of the so-called "Turkestan" emigre 
rabble headed by Baymirza Hayit. This is occasioned by the fact that, 
among other things, the notorious "Turkestan National Committee," which 
was created under the fascists, in 1942, is located in the FRG, 


There are also anti-Soviet "centers" for the study of Central Asia in 
Turkey, Saudi Arabia and Indonesia. It is predominantly nationalists-- 
traitors to the motherland who deserted to the Hitlerites in the Great 
Patriotic War--who are the initiators of the “ideological work" in them. 
A particular feature of these "centers" is militant clericalism under the 
mask of the “defense of Islam" in the USSR. 


Thus the anti-Soviet "centers" for study of the nationality question in 
Central Asia have their own "specific features” in different countries. 
This, according to the designs of the ideologists of anticommunisn, 
should contribute to the creation of different "schools," "currents" and 
"trends" of Sovietology. But despite all their "diversity," the essence 
of the activity of these "centers" and "schools" is the same--propaganda 
of anti-Sovietism and anticommunism on the basis of falsification of the 
history of Soviet Central Asia and the solution of the nationality ques- 
tion in the Soviet East. Contemporary bourgeois "Sovietologist-Central 
Asia experts" primarily operate with the false propositions of "Soviet 
colonialism,” "forcible Russification" and the "Sovietization" of the 
Central Asian peoples and that national discord exists and nationalism 
is being revived in the Central Asian republics. A particularly big 
effort is probably being made here to substantiate the fabrication of 
"Soviet colonialism." And this is not fortuitous. The ideologists of 
the imperialist bourgeoisie realize full well the magnetic force of the 
achievements of the republics of the Soviet East for peoples which have 
cast off the yoke of colonialism or which are still fighting against it. 
With insinuations about "Soviet colonialism” they also aspire to divert 
attention away from their own neocolontalist policy in Asia, Africa and 
Latin America. 


M. Riwkin, FE. Bacon, T. Rakowska-Harmstone inc. attempt to "prove" the 
presence of Soviet “colonialism,” which, they say, differs from the 
colonialism of the times of tsarist Russia in form only: it is merely 
"veiled" in Marxist formulas. Furthermore, certain bourgeois “special- 
ists’ claim that the tsarist administration took greater account of the 
national specifics of the economic and cultural life of the region than 
Soviet power, although the consequences of the colonia! policy of tsarism, 
which flagrantly trampled the national rights and fundamental interests 

ot the Turkestan peoples, are well known. 











Attempts are also being made to identify Soviet national policy and the 
colonial policy of the imperialist states. In addition, there are 
"Sovietologisats” (A. Stamp, Pierre Rondeau and others) who claim that 
the USSR has "borrowed" the forme and methods of colonial policy from 
the imperialist states. The slanderous nature of such assertions is 
obvious, It is sufficient to recall the recent colonial past of the 
Asian and African peoples and to compare the present level of their 
economic, social, cultural and so forth development and that of the 
Central Asian republics. 


What tor Soviet Central Asia has long been an actual fact--the achieve- 
ment of full national sovereignty and the development of a diversified 
modern industry, large-scale mechanized agriculture and a progressive 
national culture=<has yet to be achieved by the Asian and African devel- 
oping countries, and the accomplishment of these tasks will require of the 
young Afro-Asian countries huge efforts and resources and the repulse of 
imperialism's continuing encroachments on their political and economic 
independence. 


Bourgeois authors (Jean-Paul Ro. Georg von Stackelberg, A. Bennigsen, 
[C. Lemers'ye-Kel'kezhe] and ot. 3) frequently attempt to "substantiate" 
their attacks on Soviet nationality policy in Central Asia with references 
to the "suppression" of the Muslim religion in the USSR and the "loss" of 
the Central Asian peoples’ cultural national traditions in connection 
with their "Russification"” and "Sovietization." However, such "arguments" 
do not withstand criticism. Thus a weakening of the positions of religion 
is characteristic of more than just Central Asia. It is a general and 
logical process for the USSR as a whole. Not only the Muslim but the 
Christian and other religions are increasingly revealing their groundless- 
ness in the course of communist building. But Soviet legislation firmly 
guarantees all USSR citizens freedom of conscience, and no one in our 
country has ever been persecuted for his devotion to this religion or the 
other. 


As far as the Central Asian peoples’ national cultural traditions are con- 
cerned, the best of them continue to be successfully developed in Central 
Asia. It is common knowledge that strong detachments of the national 
intelligentsia have grown up, public education, the higher school and 
science, literature and art are flourishing and the best cultural heri- 
tage of all the peoples is carefully preserved, studied and creatively 
assimilated in the Central Asian republics, where culture on the eve of 
the October Revolution was in decline. 


A favorite method of the bourgeois falsifiers (A. Bennigsen, [C. Lemers'ye- 
Kel'kezhe] and others) is the assertion that the traditional tenor of life 
connected with Islam is being disrupted in the republics of the Soviet East 
in the course of socialist building. Bourgeois "Sovietologists"” identify 
local national and Islamic religious traditions. Emphasizing instances of 
individual religious vestiges at the current stage, they declare that 
religion in Central Asia and Kazakhstan is gradually recovering its lost 
positions. 
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These authors attempt to assert that the "revival" of the religiosity of 
the Central Asian peoples is being influenced by foreign Muslim peoples, 
“forgetting,” however, that a process of familiarization with modern cul- 
ture, sclentific-technical progress and the increased influence of 
Marxist ideology can be observed in the majority of countries of the 
foreign East. 


Bourgeois "Central Asia experts" are leaning over backward in their 

attempts to "uncover" instances of national dissension in Central Asia. 

Our ideological opponents (|Karer d'Ankos, P. Rondeau) and others) fre- 
quently "substantiate" these fabrications with the alleged "innate conserva- 
tiem” inherent in the Central Asian peoples which is "alienating" them 

from Russian culture, customs and so forth. Such assertions are clearly 
imbued with racism and testify to the hypocrisy of the imperialist "friends" 
of the Central Asian peoples. 


Among the falsifying fabrications, not the least place is occupled by dis- 
cussion of the "contradictoriness" of Communist Party policy, which, if we 
believe G. Wheeler, for example, has a "positive" attitude toward national - 
ism in the Middle East and at the same time is sharply negative toward 
nationalism "at home." 


In this case we have an unscientific, utterly incorrect identification of 
nationalism, under whose flag the liberation movement is proceeding in 
many countries of the foreign East, and the vestiges of bourgeois national- 
ism in the minds of certain--the most backward--Soviet citizers. The 

CPSU Program, by which our party is guided, points out in all clarity that 
"in the nationalism of an oppressed nation there is a general democratic 
content directed against oppression, and communists support it, believing 
it historically justified at a certain stage."* This general democratic 
content lies in an anti-imperialist tendency and in a struggle for libera- 
tion from colonial oppression and for national independence and national 
revival. It should be borne in mind here (bourgeois propaganda prefers 

to remain silent about this) that what has been said by no means signifies 
the communists’ unconditional support for nationalism in the foreign East. 
Communists do not forget that in addition to a general democratic content 
"another aspect expressing the ideology and interests of the reactionary 
exploiter ruling clique”** is also inherent in nationalism. 


in line with the strengthening of the national independence and socioeconomi: 
and political development of the Afro-Asian countries nationalism, which at 
one time united the broadest strata of the population and the most varied 
social groups in the struggle for liberation from the power of foreign 


* "Programm Kommunisticheskoy partii Sovetskogo Soyuza"” [CPSU Program], 
Moscow, 1976, p 4/. 


** Thid. 

















colonizers, gradually loses its general democratic, progressive content, 
reveals its class narrowness and increasingly becomes the ideological 
weapon of the bourgeoisie, which aspires to the spiritual enslavement of 
the people's masses, Nationaliam, which is a natural consequence of long 
years of foreign oppression and a consequence of the peoples’ profound 
aspiration to national consolidation and national self-determination, 

ig currently, however, increasingly being reduced to the preaching of 
racial or national exclusiveness. 


it is not difficult to understand that such an ideology hinders the peo- 
ples’ struggle for genuine progress and facilitates the intrigues of 
international imperialism and domestic reaction aimed at deatroying the 
unity of the Afro-Asian countries and divorcing them from their main ally 
and loyal friend=--the world socialist system. The Soviet public takes 
this into consideration and is very precise in distinguishing between the 
general democratic trends corresponding to the interests of the majority 
of the people and the reactionary trends expressing the ideology of domes- 
tic and foreign counterrevolutionary forces. 


Bourgeois ‘Sovietologists" distort to the utmost the history of the coming 
into being and development of the national statehood of the Central Asian 
peoples. [V. Montey, R. Vayd'vanatkh', 0. Conolly, G. Wheeler and others 
assert that the national-state demarcation of 1924 did not aim at develop- 
ment of the sovereignty of the local peoples but, on the contrary, opposed 
the consolidation of a “unified Turkic nation" in Central Asia and Kazakh- 
stan. 


Yet the “unified Turkic nation” is a myth invented by Pan-Turkists and 
taken up by anti-Soviets. The real facts are that the national-state 
demarcation corresponded to the will of the Central Asian peoples, put 

an end to the past fragmentation of each of them and insured their genuine 
sovereignty, formation into highiy developed socialist nations and the 
strengthening of the friendship of the peoples of this region and the 
country as a whole. 


In falsifying the history of national relations in Central Asia the 
"Sovietologists” do not confine themselves to attempts to play on the 
imaginary “contradictions” between the “local” and “alien” European 
populations; they would aiso like to find “contradictions” in the devel- 
opment of the economy between individual Central Asian republics. Accord- 
ing to the Indian bourgeois historian[R. Vayd'yanatkh), as a result of the 
1924 national-state demar ation Uzbekistan was deliberately given advan- 
tages in the development of agriculture compared with the other Central 
Asian republics. 


In reality the borders of each republic were determined with regard for 

the national composition of the population of each region. The irrigable 
area under the jurisdiction of the Uzbek SSR is approximately proportionate 
to the numbere of the population of the republic employed in agriculture. 
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in addition, the sown area in Ugbekiatan at the time of ita formation was 
manifestly inadequate for the successful development of agricultural pro- 
duction, and the peasants concentrated in a few comparatively small oases 
(the Fergana valley and the Tashkent, Samarkand and Khorezm oases) were 
suffocating from land starvation, It needed the tremendous efforte of 
the Uzbek people to wrest many tens of thousands of hectares of land 
from the desert and convert them into flourishing cotton plantations. 


There are no rich and poor, developed and backward republics in our coun- 
try. All the fraternal Central Asian republics have enjoyed extensive 
possibilities in the years of Soviet power for the development of their 
economy and culture. 


Bourgeois "Sovietologists" are attempting to play up demographic trends 

in the USSR=-the faster increase in the birthrate in the republics of the 
Soviet East. This will allegedly lead in coming decades to the "Muslims" 
being numerically superior to Russians on an ali-union scale. The fact 
that a new historical community--the multinational Soviet people--whose 
indestructible fraternal unity rules out some nationalities’ "superiority" 
over others, is ignored here. 


Our enemies are making persistent attempts to distort the historical roots 
of the Uzbek people's friendship with the Russian and other peoples of the 
USSR. They assert, among other things, that Central Asia and Kazakhstan 
are indebted to islam for their cultural progress and not "Russian 
influence." Thus James Critchlow declares that the Central Asian peoples 
“are indebted for their culture to the traditional Muslim, particularly 
Arab and Persian, influence.” 


J. Critchlow and also pronouncements in the same spirit by Zafar Imam 
and G. Wheeler ignore the following facts here: 


a) the activity of the most important scholars, thinkers and poets of 
Central Asia and Kazakhstan (Ibn Sina, Navoi, Ulugbek, Abay and others) 
was not of an “Islamic” but rather anti-Islamic nature for the world 
outlook of these thinkers was distinguished by free-thinking and fre- 
quently contradicted Islamic dogmas; 


b) orthodox Islam has always acted the role of stifier of the culture of 
the peoples of Central Asia and Kazakhstan. The cultural decline which 
occurred in Central Asia in the l6th-19th centuries by no means fortui- 
tously coincided with a strengthening of the rule of the clericals; 


c) the pre-Islamic period of the history of the Central Asian peoples, 
which lasted more than 1,000 years and which was marked by major cultural 
achtevements, cannot be overlooked; 


d) Central Asia's connection with Russia, as Soviet historiography shows 
convincingly, also played an objectively progressive role in the cultural 
life of the peoples of the region; and 











e) ftollowing the victory of the Great October, the Russian and other 
peoples of the USSR rendered the Central Asian peoples tremendous assis- 
tance in all walks of life, ineluding cultural building. 


Disregarding the real facts, the Indian bourgeois historian Zafar Imam 
asserts that the liberal and socialist movements of the Central Asian 
peoples developed "independently" of the all-Russian social movements 
and cites as "proof" the names of representatives of local nationalities 
("Muslims") who participated in the work of Turkestan's social and demo- 
cratic organizations. Yet it is common knowledge that social democratic 
ideas penetrated Central Asia from Central Russia and that the Russian 
Social Democratic Workers Party was an all-Russian and by no means a 
narrow national and, even less, "Muslim" organization. 


The "Sovietologists" also portray the historical stages of Soviet nation- 
ality policy in a false light. Thus they assert that a "Russifying" 
("frankly assimilatory," in Critchlow's words) policy was pursued from the 
1930's to the mid-1960's. The “indigenization" policy, the mass training 
of national personnel, the creation of major detachments of the national 
intelligentsia and the generally known facts of the formation and flourish- 
ing of the Soviet socialist nations in Central Asia and Kazakhstan, for 
example, are ignored here. 


The Russian and other peoples of the USSR rendered the peoples of Central 
Asia and Kazakhstan in these years great, all-around assistance, but this 
was a display of socialist internationalism and not "Russification." 


James Critchlow states that a "de-Russification" process has been observed 
since the mid-1960's. Data on the increase in publications in the local 
languages are cited here, for example. But there is nothing new in this 
trend; it began back in the first years of Soviet power. The growth of 
national personne! and the development of the national languages are also 
characteristic of the entire Soviet period. This also applies to concern 
for the cultural heritage of the Central Asian peoples. Legitimate pride 
in the best national traditions by no means excludes the Soviet peoples’ 
pride in their all-union cultural property and the existence of a single 
multinational Soviet culture, to whose development all peoples of the 
country are contributing. 


With their fabrications about "spontaneous de-Russification" the bourgeois 
"Sovietologists" are gambling on undermining the Leninist friendship of 
the USSR peoples, distorting the CPSU's nationality policy and weakening 
the tremendous impression which the experience of the solution of the 
nationality question in the USSR, including Central Asia, is making on 

the peoples of the foreign East. 


As the CPSU Central Committee decree "110th Anniversary of Vladimir I1'ich 


Lenin's Birth’ emphasizes, "the magnetic force of Marxist-Leninist ideas 
and the growth of the authority and influence of real socialism are 
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engendering the bitter resistance of the class enemy. The bourgeoisie 
and its ideologists and opportunists and revisionists of all stripes are 
intensifying the struggle against communism and attempting to falsify 
Marxism-Leninism, emasculate its revolutionary essence and find "contra- 
dictions" between the theory of scientific socialism and the practice of 
its implementation in the socialist countries. They aspire to belittle 
the world-historic significance of Marxist-Leninist teaching and the 
successes of socialism and discredit the socialist way of life. Commun- 
ists are responding to the intrigues of imperialism and its accomplices 
with the international cohesion of their ranks and a consistent struggle 
against bourgeois ideology, revisionism, dogmatism and nationalism and 
for the purity and creative development of Marxism-Leninism.''* 


*PRAVDA 16 December 1979. 














Kh.Sh. Inoyatov: "Soviet Historiography in the Struggle Against Falsifi- 
cation of National Relations in the USSR" 


A most important problem upon whose elaboration Soviet historians and other 
social scientists are increasingly decisively repudiating antiscientif ic 
bourgeois concepts is the history of the solution of the nationality 
question in the USSR. Soviet scholars are paying increasing attention to 
an investigation of the source-study base of bourgeois historiography and 
the evolution of its methodology, which is aimed at distorting the nature 
of national relations in our country. 


An important task of Soviet scholars is to reveal and expose the main 
directions, ways and methods of the falsifying activity of the ideologists 
of anticommunism and a concrete-historical analysis of their world-outlook, 
ideological and political standpoints. This work requires high flexible 
responsiveness and should be of an active, aggressive nature. This is 
directly indicated in the material of the 24th and 25th CPSU congresses 
and the speeches of L.l. Brezhnev, general secretary of the CPSU Central 
Committee, who has emphasized that "there can be no room for neutralism 
and compromise in the struggle of the two world outlooks. What is needed 
here is high political vigilance, active, current and convincing propaganda 
and the timely repudiation of hostile ideological diversions." 


An exacerbation of the antagonism between the forces of progress and reac- 
tion and socialism and imperialism is currently occurring in the world 
arena. Under these conditions there is an even greater increase in the 
world-historic significance of the experience of the Lenin Party and the 
country of soviets in the implementation of the nationality policy in the 
course and on the basis of the profound revolutionary transformation of 
society. The value and attraction of the Soviet experience of national 
building for the Asian and African peoples is growing. 


The experience of the solution of the nationality question in the USSR also 
convincingly refutes the assertions of bourgeois falsifiers that under any 
political system national egoism remains the main driving force in mutual 
relations between peoples. 


Through the efforts of American imperialism and the reactionary circles 
of other NATO countries the ideological struggle at the current stage is 
essentially becoming "psychological warfare." 


Present-day imperialism has created a powerful propaganda apparatus for 
the fight against socialism (the so-called International Relations Board, 
the VOA, Liberty and Free Europe radio stations and others). Some 1/0 
"research centers" engaged in working up theoretical and practical prob- 
lems of anti-Sovietism and anticommunism operate in the United States 
alone. The network and sphere of activity of such centers are expanding 
in a number of European capitalist countries also. 
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Certain changes can also be observed in the "techniques" of the falsifica- 
tion of nationality policy: the anticommunists' transition from a frenzied 
denial of the solution of the nationality question in the USSR to a more 
subtle, pseudoscientific, veiled discrediting of Soviet reality, including 
the problem ot national relations. 





[t is well known that representatives of counterrevolutionary bourgeois- 
nationalist emigration were the principal authors of anti-Soviet works on 
the nationality issue. Their "works" were distinguished by primitive 
offensiveness and a frantic hatred of the first working people's state. 


The Soviet state's authority grew immeasurably in the international arena 
following the rout of German fascism. The colonial system collapsed and 

the solution of the nationality question moved to the forefront of events 

as a result of the turbulent upsurge of the national liberation movement 

of the peoples. It was precisely in these years that a number of outwardly 
"respectable" representatives of "Sovietology" appeared in the United States, 
Britain, the FRG and other Western countries. But the old aims can be 

traced in their "works" behind the pose of sham impartiality: distortion 

of the CPSU's policy and measures pertaining to the nationality question. 


The more refined the falsifying activity of "Sovietologists" of all stripes 
becomes, the more decisive should be the systematic struggle against 
reactionary toreign historiography. This was also mentioned at a December 
1962 all-union conference on measures to improve the training of research 
and teaching historians. 


Soviet historians engaged in studying the nationality question constantly 
recall L.I. Brezhnev's d rective issued in the report "The 50th Anniver- 
sary of the USSR" on the need to take into consideration the fact that 
"nationalist vestiges are constantly being inciced from outside by poli- 
ticians and propagandists of the bourgeois world." 


Since the start of the 1950's and particularly the 1960's Soviet historians 
have been stepping up the repudiation of the bourgeois falsifiers' attacks. 
More than 300 books and articles criticizing bourgeois concepts appeared 

in the period 1958-1965, and over 1,500 works devoted to criticism of anti- 
communism appeared in the period 1965-1970. 


The collective multivolume works "Istoriya grazhdanskoy voyny v SSSR" 
[History of the Civil War in the USSR], “Istoriva Kommunisticheskoy partii 
Sovetskogo Soyuza" [History of the CPSU], "Istoriya SSSR" [History of the 
USSR], "Istoriya Velikoy Otechestvennoy voyny" [History of the Great 
Patriotic War], "Istoriya vtoroy mirovoy voyny" [History of World War i1}| 
and a number of general works, which in sum constitute a sharp weapon in 
the struggle against bourgeois falsifiers of history, are of great scien- 
tific significance. 
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in the critical works of M.?. Kim, |. Zenushkina, Kh. inoyatov, 

G, KMiidoyatov, L. Nagornaya, KR. Simonenko and other Soviet historians, 
On the basis of 4 large list of sources the authors refuted the proposi- 
tions of American "“Sovietologiate” that the October Revolution did not 
enjoy the support of the non-Russian peoples of Russia, and particularly 
of Central Agia an’ th: Ukraine, 


G. Galeyan'a book | Sotatalisticheskaya revolyutelya v Zakavkaz'ye v 
osveshchenii burzhuagnoy itatoriografii" [The Socialist Revolution in the 
Trans-Caucasus as Interpreted by Bourgeois Historiography) shows the 
utter faleity of foreign slanderer's fabrications with respect to the 
socialiat measures of the Baku Commune and their assertions concerning 
the “aggressiveness” of Soviet Russia's policy in the Trans-Caucasus. 





In his book "Protiv fal'sifikateii istorii pobedy Sovetskoy vlasti v 
Sredney Agii i Kazakhstane” [Against Falsification of the History of 
Soviet Power's Victory in Central Asia and Kazakhstan) (Tashkent, 1962) 
Kh. Inoyatov reveals the utter groundlessness of the bourgeois authors’ 
proposition concerning the absence of the natural patterns and prere- 
quisites for the proletarian revolution in Turkestan and Kazakhstan. 


G. Makarova's book "Osushchestvlentye leninskoy natsional'noy politiki 
v pervyye gody Sovetskoy vlasti (1917-1920)" [Implementation of Lenin's 
Nationality Policy in the First Years of Soviet Power (1917-1920)] pro- 
vides a convincing refutation of the bourgeois falsifiers' attempts to 
distort Soviet natlonality policy by portraying it as "colonization of 
the outlying regions." 


In his work "Resheniye natsional'nogo voprosa v SSSR v iskazhennom svete 
burzhuagnoy istoriografii" [Solution of the Nationality Question in the 
USSR in the Distorted Light of Bourgeois Historiography] M. Kulichenko 
touches on questions of the formation of the Ukrainian, Belorussian and 
other Soviet republics and reveals the antiscientific nature of the illus- 
tration of these problems in bourgeois historiography. 


the works of the Soviet historians V.A. Shteynberg, A.A. Drizulis, A. Koop 
and V. Miller made an appreciable contribution to exposing the fabrications 
of bourgeois historians to the effect that the Baltic Soviet republics 

were deprived of sovereignty. 


M. Abdulin's article “History of the Bashkirskaya ASSR in Contemporary 
Sourgeois Historiography" criticizes bourgeois histortographers' propo- 
sition concerning the absence of class differentiation among the Bashkirs 
on the eve of October and their alleged unpreparedness for the idea of 
Soviet power ensuing therefrom. 


V. Grafekiv's article “Against Bourgeois Falsifications of the Soviet 
Experience of National-State Building" repudiates bourgeois authors’ 
fabrications about the “fictitious nature” of Soviet autonomy and federation, 








the "toreible Russification" of the Soviet peoples (R. Pipes), "Soviet 
totalitarian imperialism” (H, Seton-Watson), the practical "disregard" 
tor the nations’ right to self-determination (8. Meisner) and others. 


V. Salov's works "Istorigm i sovremennaya burzhuagnaya ietoriografiya" 
{Historical Method and Contcmporary Bourgeois Historlography) and 
"Kritika sovremennoy burzhuagnoy istoriografii leninskoy politiki KPSS 
po natsional 'nomu voprosu" [A vritique of Contemporary Bourgeois Histori- 
ography of the CPSU's Leninist Policy Apropos the Nationality Question] 
provide a comprehensive critique of the bourgeois ideologists aspiring 

to come to the defense of bankrupt nationalist currents and deviations. 


G. Khidoyatov's book "Stroitel'stvo sotsializma v Sredney Azii 1 
sovremennyy antikommuniam”’ [The Building of Socialism in Central Asia 
and Present-Day Anticommunism] refutes a whole complex of crude distor- 
tions of the history of Soviet Central Asia, including the tendentious 
interpretation of the basmak movement and the denial of the achievements 
of the Central Asian republics. 


The works "Leninskaya natsional'naya politika v deystvii" [Lenin's 
Nationality Policy in Action] and "Natsional'naya gosudarstvennost' v 
Uzbekistane i eye fal'sifikatory" [National Statehood in Uzbekistan and 
Its Falsifiers] by Kh. Inoyatov and G.Z. Inamdzhanov respectively expose 
the fabrications of the bourgeois authors [V. Montey], D.S.M. Williams and 
H. Seton-Watson concerning "discrimination" against representatives of the 
local population in the organs of administration of the state and the 
alleged “inequality” of their position. 


K. Novoselov's monograph "Protiv burzhvazgnykh fal'sifikatorov istorii 
Sredney Azii" [Against Bourgeois Falsifiers of the History of Central 
Asia| worthily rebuffs the attempts of the falsifiers of the Soviet 
history of Central Asia. The author repudiates the bourgeois "Soviet- 
ologists'" fabrications on the basis of a wealth of factual material. 


D. Rzayev's book "Razvitive natsional'nykh otnosheniy v respublikakh 
Sovetskogo Vostoka" [Development of National Relations in the Republics 
of the Soviet East} illustrates the dialectics of the development of 
national relations in Central Asia and Kazakhstan in the period of com- 
munist building and reveals in this connection the methodological stand- 
points and main directions of bourgeois falsification of the history ot 
the development of national relations in the USSR. 


And yet, despite the seeming abundance of general and specialized litera- 
ture, the insufficient development of the historiography of this problem 
is to be noted. 


There is now a need for a somewhat greater differentiation of works of 
criticism: the first group consisting of studies exposing foreign falsi- 
fiers from the viewpoint of the theoretical and program principles of 
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the problem, the second group conslating of works criticizing bourpgeota 
concepts with reapect to individual and the moat important problema of 
the history of the solution of the nationality question in the USSR; and 
the third group consisting of worka illustrating Soviet nationality polley 
pertaining to the union as a whole or to individual regions and republics, 


lt is Soviet histortana’' direct duty to increase even more the current 
responsiveness and aggresaive nature of the exposure of reactionary bout 
geoils historiography, “worthily repudiate the ideological diversions of! 
imperialism and its yesamen in good time," oppose “all forma of opportuniam 
and revisionism" and study the "particularities and methods of the ideo- 
logical struggle in the international arena at the current stage,” as 
required by the PSU Central Committee decree "A Further Improvement in 


ideological and Political Education Work," which was promulgated in May 
1979, 
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A.U, Ul'masev, 1.0, Kasymbekov: "A Critique of Hourgeots Concepts of the 
Vevelopment of the Economy of Soviet 
Usbekiatan” 


the current stage of the antagoniam of the two world syatema ia character- 
ized by constant changes in the correlation of forces in favor of socialiam, 
There is 4 sharp exacerbation of the ideological atruggle here ae the 
general crisis of capitaliam intensifies. All this demands “a worthy re- 
buff of the tdeological diversions of impertaliam and ite yeamen in good 
time and a consistent struggle againat all forme of opportuniem and 
revistoniam,"' 


The concepts of bourgeois "spectaliats” on economic problema of the repub- 
lics of the Soviet East are a component of contemporary bourgeols ideology. 
Contemporary “Sovietology" is distinguished by a galvanization of the 
publishing activity of its representatives, the coordination of their 
positions, an aspiration to provide their judgments with a pseudosctenti- 
fic basis and a broadening of the field of "research." 


A principal feature of it is the frequent substitution of certain concepts 
for others and a teverish quest for new arguments and reasons in support 
of their views. These maneuvers of the "Sovietologists” are aimed at 
achieving the unchanging goal--discrediting Marxist-Leninist theory and 
the experience of real socialism in the republics of the Soviet East. 


The galvanization of the "Sovietologists" has been caused by the growing 
influence of the Soviet expertence of the solution of the problems of the 
socioeconomic development of previously oppressed peoples which have 
affected the transition to socialism by the noncapitalist path in a 
historically short time. This experience is of tremendous significance 
for the developing countries embarking on the path of a socialist 
orientation. 


The bourgeois ideologists' anxiety in this connection was expressed back 
at the start of the 1960's by M. Hindus. In his work “House Without a 
Roof..." he wrote: "...The Asian, African and guest from any under- 
developed country who visits Tashkent can compare the poverty of his 
motherland with the achievements of Uzbekistan. This is what gives the 


' 


Kremlin's formula of development global significance.” 


in the article "Soviet Development Strategy in Central Asia” the Canadian 
"Sovietologist" [Mobin Shorish] expresses his apprehension that “the 
Central Asiaa republics are a cultural and economic bridge for the spread 
of Soviet influence to the countries of the East." 


Bourgeois "Sovietologists" have recently begun to write more frequently 
about the "Soviet model" of economic growth and its acceptability or 
unacceptability for the developing countries compared with "Western 
models." Bourgeois ideologists’ critical analysis of the Soviet 
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expertence Of the e@economh: evelopment of previously backward peoples 
pursues not only «a purely ideological but algo practical poal, which 
amounts to substantiating recommendations pertaining to the formulation 
of an effective neocolontalist policy designed to put obstacles in the 
way of the developing countries’ soctalist orientation, 


A new ideological strategy of imperialiam is being formulated for this 
purpose whose essence amounta to a gradual departure from the notorious 
pattern of “Soviet totalitarianiam" counterbalancing the “democratic Weat" 
and its replacement with the concept of the “single path" of man's 
development, 


In other words, being powerless to deny the obvious achievements of real 
socialism in the republics of the Soviet East, bourgeois authors are vainly 
attempting to explain them on the plane of “general modernization.” 


From the viewpoint of social directivity, the “modernization theory” is 
little different from other theories. Its authors attempt in vain to 
break down the single concept of socialism into various "models," 


This retreat from the "totalitarianiam" theory is not fortuitous, It is 
connected with the social processes occurring in the Central Asian repub- 
lics and the development of the democratic principles and freedoms guaran- 
teed by the new USSR and union republic constitutions. 

‘ 
The authors of the "modernization theory” also have to take account of the 
huge successes of the industrial development of the Central Asian republics. 


fhe new pattern represents a more veiled method of falsifying socialism, 
And primarily attention has to be drawn to its methodological groundless- 
ness, 


Through the prism of this pattern the history of all countries and peoples 
appears as a continuous whole on whose surface only the change in the 
cycles of economic conditions are distinguishable. This "theory" rules 
out social revolutions in principle. Progress may be achieved even with- 
out a social revolution--this is the main conclusion ensuing from the 
theory of “modernization” and “economic growth.” 


The level of economic growth reached by the Central Asian republics is 
proclaimed not the result of their development on the paths of socialism 
and the disinterested assistance of the Russian peopies but merely the 
intluence of an industrially more developed nation on a backward nation. 


the concept of the economic development of the Central Asian republics 
from a zero base of their growth is currently very widespread in the West. 
its most prominent representative--C. Wilber, professor of political 
economy--claims in his book “The Soviet Model and Underdeveloped Coun- 
tries" that the high growth rate of the Central Asian economy is 








explained by the #ero character of the intttal base of industrial develop 
ment. The latter's backwardness, he believes, “had to produce high stand- 
ards of growth.” Large capital investments are acknowledged to be another 
growth factor, tut for C, Wilber accumulation comes about of ita own 
accord, unrelated to the production relations of socialiam, C. Wilber's 
position reats entirely on bourgeots conecepte of economic growth, wherein 
the connection between the initial level, accumulation and rate of growth 
ia viewed without regard for sectoeconomic conditions. 


C, Wilber's “sero base” concept is completely refuted upon a comparative 
analysia of the rates of economie development of countries with an iden- 
tical initial level, but which take different paths. Such an analysis 
graphically shows the advantages of socialist production relations, which, 
of course, in spite of the facts and the logic of historical development, 
bourgeois "Sovietologiste” are reluctant to admit. 


Powerless to refute the high rate and level of production development in 
the republics of the Soviet Fast, bourgeois “Sovietologistse” are attempt- 
ing an outflanking maneuver. Evidence of this is their praise for the 
economic policy of tsariem and the economic level of prerevolutionary 
Central Asia (in spite of the “sero base of growth” concept!). 


Bourgeois economists distort the meaning and regularities of the leveling 
of the economic development of the union republics. They explain the 
leveling by "“noneconomic factore” and military-strategic and ideological 
considerations. The interpretation of the problem of leveling in the work 
by V.N. Bandera and 7.L. Melnic “The Soviet Economy in Regional Perspec- 
tive"°> testifies to this these authors view the equality of the regions 
as a byproduct of development as a whole, believing that the USSR regions 
of importance for defense would develop more rapidly even if this were 
“economically irrational.” 


Bourgeois theoreticians are vainly seeking “contradictions” between 
leveling and efficiency, seeing in the latter concentration of the ‘aggre- 
gate product interpreted from “marginal utility” standpoints. 


Thus bourgeois ‘Sovietologists” deny the objective causation of leveling 
by the very essence of the economic system of reai socialism and the 
direct connection between the leveling process and the increased effi- 
ciency of all-union production and its law-governed character, and, the 
main point, leveling is divorced from the action of the economic laws 
which are mmon for the country. 


Compelled to abandon the frantic denial of the progressive changes in the 
economic structure of the republics of the Soviet East, bourgeois theore 
ticians are resorting to various means and methods to belittle the 
achievements of real socialism and show their “chance,” “transitory” 
nature, “ineffectiveness” and even “harmful nature" for the “national 
listinctiveness” of the republics of the Soviet East. 








LOontemporary boursdevis coficepta of structural changes in product ton 
represent stereotyped patteria whose basis ia the methodological princi- 
ples of different schools of bourgeoia political economy, Economic 
analysis from these standpoints is driving the "Sovietologisatsa"” into 

a blind alley, which even certain bourgeois authors have been forced to 
acknowledge, According to the American economist 0. Zinam, "The appli- 
cation of certain principles of neoclassical political economy within the 
framework of collectiviet economics encounters almost insuperable diffi- 
culties,"® For this reason bourgeois tdeologists have to construct in- 
creasingly new concepts for a “critical analysis" of the economy of the 
republics of the Soviet East. 


Our enemies explain the fundamental changes in the production structure 

in Central Asia from standpoints of the “command” economy theory and 
“communist colonialiam,” but whereas earlier the concepts of “new,” “red 
imperialiem’ and "Soviet communist colonialiem" figured even in the very 
titles of the "Sovietologiste'” works, the massed offensive against Marx- 
ist theory and the practice of national relations in the USSR is now being 
developed in the works with outwardly “inoffensive” titles. But the 
essence of their writings remains the same. 


Thus whereas D. Fieldhouse declared that Central Asia “has remained colo- 
nial in all respects,” F. Kuhn writes of the existence here of “a colony 
of the Soviet commissars,"”” 


The exponents of “communist colonialism" are engaged in a quest for new 
“evidence” to support their judgments. Some of them backed up their views 
with Central Asia's “superspecialization"” in cotton growing, remaining 
silent about our republics’ powerful industrial complex. But this argu- 
ment proved manifestly unconvincing. Therefore other bourgeois authors 
ate seeking corroboration of their views in the principle of “economic 
autarchy and self-sufficiency in one’s own products.” The American 
economists |. Murray-Matley and 0. Zinam provide a sample of this method. 
O, Zinam resorts to revisionist methods of the di»‘ortion of Marxism, 
aspiring to discover a “contradiction” between the theory of scientific 
communism and real socialism. He attributes to Marxism ideas which are 
alien to it. Thue the Marxist proposition concerning the free and inde- 
pendent development of the nations and nationalities appears in 0. Zinam's 
“interpretation” as the idea of “economic isolation” and the “autarchy” 

of their economic life, to which the principle of self-sufficiency 
allegediv corresponds. The falsifier's logic is thus: since the economy 
of the Central Asian republics is open, that is, its development is based 
on diverse relations with other regions of the country, this does not con- 
form to the theoretical propositions of Marxism. 


Yet Marxiam never defended the principle of the economic autarchy of 
individual regions. On the contrary, the works of the classical authors 
of Marxism-Leninism speak in detail about the regularity of and need for 
the development of the peoples’ economic interrelations. 

















the economy of Central Agia is an organic part of the unified national 
economic complex of the USSR. Central Asia's production relations with 
Other regions of the country are based on the principles of the all- 
ufiion, interrepublic diviston of labor and the cooperation and mutual 
Assistance of the peoples conditioned by the advantages of the economic 
system of socialiam, These relations organically incorporate the inter- 
fational and national economic interests of the USSR peoples and are a 
factor of their accelerated economic development, 


But bourgeois ‘Sovietologiate"” put forward the "“self-eufficiency princi- 
ple” and a “universal” economic atructure as the basis of the efficiency 
of the production complex, which contradicts the objective development 
trends conditioned by the economic lLawa of socialism, 


Within the framework of the all-unton division of labor each union repub- 
lic has 4@ principal area of spectalization. The absence of the production 
of this product or the other does not prevent expanded reproduction for 
the union republics have all their requirements met on the foundation of 
the planned exchange of physical assets on the basis of cooperation. 

The dynamism of economic growth typical of all republics of the Soviet 
East, particulariy under the conditions of mature socialism, is a striking 
indicator of the efficient functioning of the production complex. To dis- 
credit real socialism bourgeois "Sovietologists" resort to a vulgarization 
of Marxism's proposition concerning the interaction of production and con- 
sumption under socialiam and deny socialist production's directivity toward 
an increase in the people's well-being. 


However, some bourgeois authors have nevertheless still been forced to 
acknowledge our republics’ achievements in raising the people's living 
standard. But they attempt to “explain” this by the Soviet state's 
aspiration to “demonstrate effect" in the eyes of peopies of the Third 
World. Other fabrications also are put into circulation. Thus C. Wilber 
announces that the achievements of the Central Asian republics are the 
result of the creation of a “totalitarian economy,” in which, he says, 
administrative compulsion to work, the abolition of material incentives 
and the subordination of all resources to the interests of production to 
the detriment of consumption are inherent. 


Nor is V. Conoily sparing in her use of dark colors to blacken the social- 
ist economic method. She writes that "the Soviet model is acceptable if 
we disregard the employment problem, breakdowns in getting supplies to 

the population, industrial chaos and the competence of the Soviet planning 
system."'”’ As 4 counterweight to the economic system of real socialism 
the ideologists of anticommunism put forward the ideas of state capitalism 
or a revisionist model of socialism. In their construction this model 
incorporates group ownership in an anarcho-syndicalist understanding and 
in combination with individual ownership, decentralization of planning 

and management, assumption of a free market and others, that is, essen- 
tially the restoration of capitalism. 
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lhe following com Lusione may be drawn from an analysis oO! hourgeols 
“apecialiata'” economic views pertaining to Central Asta: 


1, The aima of "Sovietology" go beyond the purely ideological struggle 
against communism--it ia geared to the formulation of practical alterna- 
tive measures (of an economic and political nature) to oppose the social- 
ist system, 


¢. Its methodology synthesizes the theoretical-methodological legacy of 
Vulgar political economy, neoliberalism and other directions of bourgeois 
economic thought. Basically subjectively idealistic, it is, in V.1. 
Lenin's words, "the useless product of a useless society." 


}, The evolution of "Sovietology"” corresponds to the evolution of bour- 
geois political economy, which should be taken into consideration in a 
eritique of the fabrications of the bourgeois "Sovietologists.” 


4, It is essential to construct Marxist-Leninist criticism of "Sovietology" 
with regard for the specific features of its two principal directions: 


4) outright anti-Sovietism and anticommunism; and 


b) the moderate-liberal direction which makes extensive use of the method- 
ological legacy of bourgeois political economy and subtle, refined methods. 


Thus the falsifiers of the economic development of the republics of the 
Soviet East pursue the goal of distorting the historical process of the 
development of formerly colonial peoples toward socialism and communism 
and their achievements on this path and thereby weakening the magnetic 
force of this experience in the eves of the peoples of the developing 
countries. 
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L.P. Kayumov: "Uzbek Literature and Its Foreign Critics" 





Uzbek literature is one of the oldest in the world. The age of its folk- 
lore 1s gaged in millenia. The oldest of the written monuments to Uzbek 
literature known today--"Kutadgu bilik"=-was recently 900 years old. This 
literature has given the world Alisher Navoi and dozens of his followers 
and the poets of high sonority: Babur, Mashrab, Turdi, Gul'khani, Makhmur, 
Nodira, Ogakhi, Mukimi, Furkat.... 


The period of socialist realism has been the most important and most mature 
period in the history ot the development of Uzbek literature. This matur- 
ity was demonstrated in the work of Khamza Khakim-zade Niyazi, Sadriddin 
Ayni, Abdulla Kadyri, Aybek, Gafur Gulyam, Khamid Alimdzhan and Abdulla 
Kakhkhar and by Uygun, Yashen, Sharaf Rashidov, Zul'fiya and many others 
who are currently working fruitfully. 


Uzbek literature today has a readership of many millions and is read in 
the original and in translations into Russian and other languages of the 
USSR peoples and also of foreign countries. It is multiplying the world 
celebrity of multinational Soviet literature and telling in images the 
truth about Soviet reality, our history and our way of life. The party 
has mentioned repeatedly that writers are at the most forward edge of 
the ideological struggle. The creative activity of the best Uzbek 
Soviet writers is a striking example of this. 


Uzbek Literature is a subject for in-depth study by Soviet literary cri- 
tics and our colleagues from the socialist countries. It is evaluated 
highly by progressive writers and objective scholars ot the capitalist 
countries. 


A torum of writers of Asian and African countries was held in Tashkent in 
1978 which was devoted to the 20th anniversary of the Tashkent Conference. 
The material of the forum was published in bulletins put out in Russian, 
English, French and Arabic. It was recently published in a single book 

in Russian by the Uzbekistan State Publishing House of Literature and Art 
imeni Gafur Gulyam. Here the most important writers of Asia and Africa 
share their thoughts about our life and culture and, in particular, speak 
highly of Uzbek Literature. 


A book entitled "On Three Continents" by the Canadian scholar and writer 
Petr Kravchuk was published in Ukrainian in Toronto in 1977. The author 
shares his impressions of a trip to Africa, Asia and Europe. One of the 
book's chapters is entitled "Uzbekistan." It is a truthful account of 

our republic and various aspects of its life, including its literary 

life. We had a meeting with the author of this book, during which we also 
talked about the literature of Uzbekistan, in the Uzbek Society of Friend- 
ship and Cultural Relations with Foreign Countries. 


In 1979 Izdatel'stvo Progress put out in Russian and English the book '’Po 
Sovetskomu Soyuzu" [About the Soviet Union}, which was written by Alex la 





Guma and Andre Remacle. Alex la Guma, chairman of the Afro-Asian Writers 
Association, devotes many pages in it to Uzbekistan and its literature. 


These and other foreign authors are successfully continuing the best tra- 
ditions of progressive world literature and of the true friends of our 
country Romain Rolland, Andre Barbusse, Bernard Shaw, Rabindranath Tagor, 
Pablo Neruda, Nazim Hikmet, Faiza Ahmad Faiza and other great writers. 


The truth about our country, including Uzbekistan and its literature, is 
reaching the most distant corners of the planet. This is intimidating 

our enemies, the ideologists of anticommunism, and they aspire to distort 
Soviet reality to the utmost, blacken the CPSU's nationality policy and so 
torth. 

The forms of bourgeois "Sovietologists'" diversions are very varied. Thus 
they are trying to intimidate the Russians with false demographic fore- 
casts, prophesying the Russians’ "absorption" in the future by "Asiatics." 
At the same time they wish to intimidate the non-Russian peoples of the 
USSR with “Russia's aspiration to Russify" them. Bourgeois ideologists 
are gambling on frenzied nationalism, aspiring to estrange the peoples 

and arouse mutual mistrust and discord between them. The multilingual 

VOA persistently spreads the germs of nationalism over the air. The 
"literary discussions” of this and other "voices" hostile to us are also 
poisoned by the noxious ideas of nationalism. 


Our enemies consider nationalism an effective weapon in the struggle 
against communism. "The probability of the failure of communism or, at 
least, the political unity of the USSR is connected only with the USSR 
nationalities,'’ the French newspaper LE FIGARO wrote in 1978. And yet 
earlier the not unknown anti-Soviet Z. Brzezinski asserted: "Nationalism 
could be the force capable of challenging the power of the Soviets." 


The ideologists of imperialism also attempt to use literature in their 
struggle against the theory and practice of scientific socialism. They 
aspire to introduce a split in the milieu of Soviet writers, particularly 
the men of letters of the national republics. 


Our ideological opponents would very much like to see a nationalist in 
every writer. And, in general, they try to prove that the general idea 
of the development of Literature is nationalism. This is precisely the 
picture of the history of Uzbek literature of the 20th century painted 
by Colombia University professor Edward Allworth in his book "Uzbek 
Literary Policy," which was written in 1964. Since that time it has 
become a kind of aid for the young followers of Allworth. If he por- 
trayed Uzbek literature as a whole in a distorted form, they specialize 
in falsifying the work of individual writers of Uzbekistan. 


The authority of the multinational Soviet literature is growing constantly 
worldwide, and our ideological opponents are having to change their 











tactics, resorting to more subtle methods of falsification. They are 
attempting in every way to prove that among the Soviet creative intelli- 
gentsia there exists some political "opposition" in whose ranks figure 
not only tsolated "dissidents" and personalities on the fringes of liter- 
ature but also Soviet writers who have nothing in common with them. 


David Montgomery's work on Khamid Alimdzhan, which was published in 
Canada in 1975, could serve as an example of such falsification. 


The people called Khamid Alimdzhan the singer of happiness. And this was 
right because he devoted his entire work to singing the praises of his 
own people and the happiness brought him by the Great October. 


Happiness was the main philosophical problem posed and solved by Kh. 
Alimdzhan in his multifaceted work. It is the leitmotiv of his poetry. 
And the social basis of the theme of happiness in his works is Soviet 
reality. 


In his lyric poetry the most intimate feelings acquire broad social 
resonance, and his most serious social thoughts are expounded with pro- 
found feeling. A striking example of this is his poem "Samarkand, 

22 January 1924." It is one of the best works of Uzbek literature dedi- 
cated to V.I. Lenin. It depicts the nationwide love for the great leader 
at the most tragic time--the day V.I. Lenin died. 


Xhamid Alimdzhan dedicated his best works to the Communist Party, 
V.1. Lenin and the socialist fatherland. He is the author of many 
lyrical songs beloved of the people. His social-philosophical lyric 
poetry constitutes a shining page of Uzbek literature. 

In 1938 Khamid Alimdzhan wrote the poem "Zeynab and Aman," which com- 
pletes his meditation on the philosophy of happiness. It creates images 
of the new people and shows features of the new, communist morality. Its 
heroes, Zeynab and Aman, smash through the old customs, which had become 
shackles, by their love. Such attempts had also been made in the past, 
but had ended tragically. This poem is of innovative content and is a 
song of happy love. 


Such, in brief, is the literary portrait of Khamid Alimdzhan in all 
objective studies. David Montgomery's arguments have nothing in common 
with them. For example, Khamid Alimdzhan composed a series of splendid 
lyric poems in 1937-1938. Their value cannot be denied. Montgomery 
also realizes this. But, stretching the facts, he tries to squeeze 
Khamid Alimdzhan's work into his own prejudiced stereotyped pattern. 


‘Alimdzhan's lyric poetry of this period,” Montgomery writes, "is sensi- 
tive and intimate since it reflects his strong love for his wife, family 
and nature, which are described almost as a refuge from evil (?). 
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impie, 7 " DY Wrote in artic ie entitied “Ask Mukhtatl 


ok write jsorke, which was published in the CENTRA, ASIATI 
URNA in 19/1, iis is how Lt interpreta the language of A, Mukhtar's 
vein “Although Mukhtar knows Russian, he does not sulfusae hia works 
With words borrowed therefrom to any great extent. Allworth takes ase an 
exampie the fina: 33/ words of the la@at « hapter of ‘Seatry' | the Siatera] 
\¥Y5> edition) and finds only 22 words borrowed from Russian or via it. 
‘Ais constitutes 6,5 percent. Not a big figure if all aspecta of Rusalian 
ieonce afe considered, and it tay be ongidered entirely normal,” 
he author clearl innores the fact that in 4 work Of art authenticity 
is aiso achtlev: Lhrough the Language of the characters. And the nove! 
he ‘ietera”™ deaiea with eventa of the 1920's, and tlhe language of that 
tim ia conveve et r@aiiaticalily, The canons of Literary crithciaem 


ars forgotten when it if necessary at all coste to find “nationaliaen" 


it} a writer and attribute to him an aaepiration “to oppose Rusetlan influence. 


et mar such examples could be cited. they convince our men of letters 
in ;cHoO.arTe aveain an gain of the need to wage a daily Aggressive atrug 
glie againet the bout is taisifiers of the theory and practice of the 
iteraryv process in if country, including Lgbekistan, and to carry t: 
the worid the trut bout our way of Life and ite organic « omponent --the 
ational Soviet Literature, which firmiy hews to the standpoints of 


ia.iet realiem and service of the great cause of party and people, the 
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Maoist nationalism's fundamental incompatibility with the aims of the 
national and social liberation of China's working population was gradu 
ally revealed, Following the victory of the 1949 people's revolution 
and in the process of its development into a socialist revolution the 
petit bourgeots-nationalist ideology of China's Maoist leadership and 
its hostility to the truly soctalist reorganization of Chinese society 
became increasingly obvious. Its turther development and confrontation 
with real socialism and scientitic communism were a logical manifesta- 
tion of the class essence and ideological-theoretical platform of the 
Maoists, 


speaking about bourgeois nationalism, V.I. Lenin pointed out: ‘Bourgeois 

nationalism and proletarlan internationalism are two trreconcilably hos- 

tile slogans corresponding to two great class camps of the entire capital- 
ist world and expressing two policies (more, two world outlooks) in the 
itionality question," 


ihe history of the PRC over the last 30 years has shown once again the 
orrectness of this proposition of Lenin's concerning the class essence 
ot bourgeois nationalism. 


the great-power-chauvinist ideology of Maoism was openly displayed tor the 
first time at the start of the 1950's in the solution of the nationality 
question, primarily in determination of the status of the non-Chinese 
peoples forcibly made subject by the rule of Ch'ing China in the 17th- 
l8th centuries (many of these peoples had their own statehood, which was 
ibolished by the Ch'ing conquerors). Participating in the Chinese revo 
lution, they hoped that the program providing for their unification with 
hinese people on the basis of democratic federation, which was 

idopted by the Second CCP Congress (1922), would be implemented. The 
rrovisions of this program concerning the creation of several republics 
within the framework of China were recorded in documents of subsequent 


' wes 5 
yever, in the perio f the formation of the PRC it leadership, headed 
M Zedony, abandoned the principle of China's federal character and 
eprived the non-( ese peoples of the right to create their own state- 
ve itional communist parties. In practice it heid in this 
stion to the view, traditional for the ruling circies of the id 
i, that ° -Chinese peoples’ preservation ot their own statehood 
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to the “interests of the Chinese nation.” This viewpoint was alao re 
fiected in the offtetal poattion of the PRC Government, in the so-called 
“PRC Minietry of Internal Affairs Document" of 8 October 1969,'° 


it is with good reason that since the mid=-1960's the Maoists have openly 
refused to recognize the treaties fixing China's borders and demanded 
from neighboring countries the “return” to China of territory once 
forcibly incorporated within the Ch'ing Empire. 


thus in 1954 Beijing claimed 1.5 million square kilometers of Mongolian 
territory, in 1956 some /0,000 square kilometers of Burmese territory, 
in 1959 some 150,000 square kilometers of Indian territory and in 1964 
some 1.5 million square kilometers of Soviet territory.’ ; 


Subsequently the size of Beljing's territorial claims on the USSR grew 
5 


ipprectably and now extend to over 2 million square kilometers (inc lud- 
ing land of Central Asia and Kazakhstan).‘” 


As a whole, the Maoists currently claim a vast territory--3.2 million 
square kilometers of foreign land, which is the equivalent of one-third 
‘f the area of the PRC (9,9 million square kilometers). These claims 
were also reflected in the "World Atlas" published in Beijing in 1972. 


A wealth of literature, including the "findings" of Chinese archaeolo- 
zists, historians and others, which has been published in recent years 
serves as “justification” for these territorial demands. For example, 
the “argument” in support of Beijing's claims to land of Central Asia 
ind Kagakhstan is that in the 13th century these regions were taken by 
the forces of Genghis Khan and were once visited by Chinese emissaries, 
merchants and so forth. 


Soviet schola: ire called upon to continue with their serious research 
to resolutely repudiate the fabrications of the Maoist falsifiers and 
their groundless claims to Soviet territory and the land of other peoples. 


A direct ntinuation and striking expression of the aggressive, great- 
auvinist pol f the Beijing rulers was a 600,000-stroneg Chines: 
irmy's attack in February 1979 on socialist Vietnam, which is resolutely 
eracting the policy of the Beijing hegemonists. As is known, the 


e people worthtiiv repulsed the Maoist aggressors. 


ertal liplomati ers were iblished in 1979 in Hanoi in the torm 
Tad } titled "The Truth Concerning Sino-Vietnamese Relations in 
e Last 3 ear it adduces, for example, facts about Zhou Enlai 
siks with the French Government behind Vietnam's back in 1954, 
when the Vietnames eople's national Liberation struggle against the 
t id reached its final stage. He proposed at these 
ilks , reat f two states--north and south--on the territory otf 
im and t France's ntinued presence in South Vietnam. Thus 








if & ditticule time tor the Vietnamese people Beijing, instead of support- 
ing ite liberation struggle, entered into a compact with the French 
Lovernment to prevent a strengthening of Vietnam and to keep it under 

ite influence. And, as can be seen from the papers, the prolonged 
existence of the puppet regime in South Vietnam was largely caused by 

the Maoists’ treacherous policy. When the United States, having super- 
seded the French, established its influence in South Vietnam, Beijing 
attempted to persuade the government of the Democratic Republic of Viet- 
ham to adopt a wait-and-see policy with respect to the actions of the 
white House. 


in 1966-1967 the Beijing Government demanded that the Democratic Repub- 
ife of Vietnam renounce aid from the USSR. The Macists thereby actually 
supported the continuation of an American presence in the south and the 
establishment of its influence in the north of Vietnam, 


feijing also has on its conscience the tragedy of Kampuchea and many 
other criminal acts dictated by the same policy of great-Han chauvinism 
and hegemonism. e Maoists’ treacherous policy in relation to the 
national liberati. movement of the peoples of the Arab East, Iran, 
Africa, Latin America and so forth is common knowledge. 


The basis of the ideology of Maoism at all stages ot its development was 
and remains great-power chauvinism and great-Han nationalism. Maoism is 
1 tundamental enemy of scientific socialism both within China and in the 
international arena. 


While waging an implacable struggle against Maoism our party and govern- 
ment do not identify Maoism and the Maoists with the Chinese people. 
faking into consideration the fundamental interests of the USSR and PRC 
peoples, the CPSU and the Soviet state invariably advocate the normali- 
zation of relations with China. This consistent line has been emphasized 
epeatedly in documents of CPSU congresses, statements of the Soviet 
vernment and speeches by L.1. Brezhnev, general secretary of the CPSU 
entral Committee and chairman of the USSR Supreme Soviet Presidiun. 
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A.M. Masaliyev: "The Reactionary Essence of International Zionism" 


Among the forces opposing socialism, democracy and social progress, a 
particular place is occupied in our day by international Zionism. 


As is known, Zionism as a political current emerged at the end of the 

19th century. Its appearance was caused primarily by the Jewish exploiter 
clique's tear of the intensification of class differentiation, particularly 
among the Jewish population, and the involvement of Jewish working people 
in the common struggle of the European and, particularly, Russian prole- 
tariat, "thanks to the awakening of a heroic self-awareness among the 
Jewish proletariat." Zionism was designed to distract the Jewish working 
people's masses from participation in the growing revolutionary struggle 
and preserve the domination of the bourgeoisie, of which, for a number of 
reasons, the Jewish bourgeoisie constituted a quite influential section. 
The ideology of Zionism was formulated and came to be persistently propa- 
gandized precisely for the sake of achieving these class goals. 


The supporters of Zionism put forward as the principal goal the return of 
all Jews to Palestine, to the "sacred Mount" Zion. The preaching of the 
ideas of the "exclusiveness" of the Jews and of their being "God's chosen 
people” and of the "worldwide" Jewish people was intended to serve the 
achievement of this goal. 


The creation with the help of the imperialist powers of a separate Jewish 
state in Palestine was to be the practical basis for the realization of 
these goals. These ideas were contained, in particular, in the book 
entitled "The Jewish State" (1806) by Theodor Herzl, the "father" and 
theoretician of international Zionism. The World Zionist Organization, 
which proclaimed "the creation for the Jewish people of a legally pro- 
tected safehaven in Palestine” as Zionism's official goal, was founded 

in 1897, 


From the very outset the ideological platform of Zionism has been an 
eclectic interweaving of a number of dogmas of Judaism and theories o! 
bourgeois nationalism and social chauvinism. The claims that all Jews, 
irrespective of where they live, constitute the "single world Jewish 
nation” and are a "special" people "chosen by God,” that all peoples 
imong whom the Jews live are anti-Semites and that anti-Semitism in 
general is "age-old" and that Jews have "historic rights” to the "land 
of their forefathers"--Palestine and its adjacent areas--where they must 
build a purelv Jewish state were made the basis of the ideology of 
-ionism. Thus from the very outset the ideology of Zionism bore the 
imprint of extreme nationalism, chauvinism and racism. 


it should be emphasized particularly that the appearance aad spread of 
Zionism corresponded to the goals of international imperialism, pri- 

marily British and French ‘mperialism, and received the utmost support 
therefrom. This is also apparent from the words of 1. Herzl, who said 








in 1900: "Our return to the land of our fathers...is of the most up-to- 
the-minute political interest for the powers seeking something in Asia." 
[It was not fortuitous that the Zionists’ efforts aimed at isolating the 
Jews from the bulk of the population of the countries in which they lived 
were encouraged by reactionary circles of the capitalist countries. V.I. 
Lenin wrote in this connection: "Can the fact that it is precisely the 
reactionary forces of all Europe, particularly of Russia, which are up in 
arms against the assimilation of Jewry and are trying to consolidate its 
isolation really be explained by coincidence." At the same time, speaking 
about a fundamental proposition of Zionism--the idea of the "exclusive- 
ness’ of the Jewish people--V.I. Lenin viewed it as utterly groundless 
scientifically and reactionary in its political significance. ° 


The formation of the state of Israel in 1948 on a portion of the terri- 
tory of Palestine marked a new stage in the history of Zionism--the latter 
was proclaimed Israel's official state ideology. From this time the 
ideology and practice of international Zionism assumed special dimensions. 
With the support of international Zionist organizations and also the rul- 
ing circles of a number of capitalist powers Israel's ruling circles 
engaged in energetic activity to achieve Zionism's main goals: the uncon- 
ditional support of this state by Jews of the whole world, their concen- 
tration in Israel, the indoctrination of the Jewish population of other 
countries in a Zionist spirit and expansion of Israel's borders to the 
framework of the notorious "Great Israel." Zionism was made the basis 

of Israel's official domestic and foreign state policy, which is pro- 
foundly hostile to the cause of peace, the national liberation movement 
and the social progress of the peoples. 


All this led to the point where international Zionism became a strike 
detachment of imperialism, colonialism and neocolonialism and where 

[Israel became imperialism's gendarme in the Near East and one of imperial- 
ism's main allies in its struggle against the world national liberation 
movement. 


Addressing the 17th Israeli Communist Party Congress, M. Vilner, general 
Secretary of the Israeli Communist Party Central Committee. nade a pre- 
ise class evaluation of the essence of Zionism. He particularly empha- 
ized that Zionism had acquired new reactionary features in our day. It 


is collaborating with imperialism in the international aren-. "Acting as 
the loyal ally of imperialism, Zionism is struggling against the national 
liberation movement in our region and also in independent Asian, African 
and Latin American countries. Zionism, contrary to all the false claims 
its ‘left’ leaders, is a force fighting everywhere against communism.'’ 
Present-diy Zionism represents a complex ideological-political phenomenon. 
[It ma e defined as an aggregate of extreme nationalist ideolo, anda 
ramified system o! rr esponding organizations and also political practice 
' with the interests of the haute Jewish bourgeoisie both within 








lsrael itselt and also abroad. Extreme nationalism, bellicose chauvinism 


and anticommunism constitute the basic content of Zionism. The main goal 
)9f contemporary international Zionism is, as before, service of the inter- 
ests of the ruling clique of the Jewish bourgeoisie. The preaching of the 
false and utterly reactionary idea of "class peace" between working Jews 
and the Jewish bourgeoisie in accordance with which "all Jews are 

brothers” is, in particular, aimed at this. The establishment of ideologi- 
cal and political control over Jews in all countries and their subordina- 
tion to the will of the Zionist centers is seen as a means of achieving 
the goals of Zionism. The principal slogan for Zionist circles is: 

"Unity of all Jews around the state of Israel." 


Contemporary Zionism consists of numerous organizations in more than 60 
countries of the capitalist world directed and controlled by the World 
Zionist Organization. The main centers of the Zionist and pro-Zionist 
Organizations are directly in Israel and also the United States. Several 
hundred such organizations operate in the United States alone. The most 
influential of them are the "Zionist Organization of American,” "Jewish 
Defense League," "American Jewish League Against Communism," "American 
Jewish Committee," B'nai Br'ith, Hadassa, Joint and many others, which 
enjoy considerable financial and moral support in American Jewish 
bourgeoisie circles. 


There is also a large number of Zionist and pro-Zionist organizations in 
other capitalist countries. 


Zionism's anticommunist and anti-Soviet directivity, which is one of its 
most characteristic peculiarities, ensues from its class, reactionary 
essence. From the very outset socialism and Zionism were regarded by 
the ideologists and moving spirits of the latter as irreconcilable and 
hostile to one another. Thus the well-known "credo" of Zionism proclaimed 
in 1888 says, in part: "...for the Jewish national idea socialism is a 
mortal enemy...,' "Zionism is the unification of all Jewry, socialism a 
struggle within it of one class against another"; "Zionism is in need ot 
capitalism, socialism, on the other hand, raises its sword against this 
system...,'' "socialism stands in the way of Zionism";” and so forth. 
Whence such instances from the history of Zionism as the Zionists’ coope- 
ration with the bourgeois Kerenskiy Provisional Government after the 191/ 
February Revolution in Russie and the Zionists' entry into the "govern- 
nts of Denikin, the hetman Skoropadskiy and the ataman 
Petlvyura. This also explains the anti-Sovietism of Israel's present-day 
ionist leaders, irrespective of where they fit in Israel's political 
spectrum. Frenzieu anti-Sovietism has become, according to M. Vilner, 
"the banner of the ruling Zionist circles selling out israel for dollar 


This is expressed, in addition to all else, in unrestrained anti-Soviet 
provaganda, distortion of the policy and aims of the foreign and domes- 
ti licy of re CPSU and the Soviet state, the attribution to Sov.et 














aociety of some mythical anti=-Semitiem and restriction of Jews’ fighte, 
faisification of the attitude of the CPSU and the Seviet state to Judaism 
and Jewish believers and so forth, Such propaganda is conducted on a 
very extensive Scale, afd, 48 is evident from humerous facts, its organ- 
igera do HOt, Sereover, stop short at any lies, slander, distertion of 
feaiicy and so forth, The campaign unter the artificial pretext of the 
“defense” of Soviet Jews against alleged “diserimination” which unfolded 
som time ago in a number of Western countries was 4 manifestation of 
ternational Zionist circles’ anti-Soviet policy. 


Speaking of other singularities of present-day Zioniam, it should be 
fhoted, in pafticular, that it is characterized by social demagogy, specu- 
tation on the religious feelings of Jewish believers, adventuriem in 
foreign and domestic policy, militaries, expansion and terroriem and an 
aspiration to an alliance with the world's most reactionary forces. The 
latter is confirmed, for example, by instances of the Zioniets' coopera- 
tion with Pinochet's fascist junta in Chile and the ruling circles of 
the racist Republic of South Africa, 4 rapprochement with China's Maoist 
leadership and the al-Sadat regime in Egypt and others. This is also 
attested by data which has become the property of the world public in 
recent monthe on Jionist circles’ close cooperation with the regime of 
the overthrown shah in Iran. It t@ highly significant that back in 
January 1979, prior to the ouster of the antipopular ehah regime, Zion- 
ist circles in the West began to persistently propagandize the proposi- 
tion of ierael's nsoninvolvement in the events in Iran. Sut in fact this 
campaign, a8 the Seirut-published ASH-SHA'B wrote, pursued the aim of 
securing lerael's interests in Iran in the event of the fall of the shah's 
regime and the proclamation of an islamic republic. israel had kindled 
the shah's hegemoniet aspirations in the Persian Gulf zone and sowed 
enmity between Iran and the Arab states. 


tt has now been confirmed by document that the Zionists rendered the 
shah active assistance in the creation of the notorious SAVAK--the secret 
police, which became an instrument of sass repression against the pro- 
gressive forces in Iran. Thies assistance was expressed, in particular, 
in the dispatch of advisers and instructors and in supplying SAVAK with 
the latest technical facilities and instruments of torture. 


Data has 4igo become known about the fact that the former Iranian 
authorities repeatediy enlisted specially trained groups of Israelis, 
particulariy MOSSAD agente, for the organization of disorders and provo- 
cations. The fact that in the period when the anti-shah demonstrations 
were spreading lerael prohibited the departure of its citizens from Iran 
in order to maintain a base for espionage and subversive actions there 
is also highiv indicative. 


it can be understood from these and many other facts why the Iranian 
people, the peoples of the Arab countries and the progressive world 
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public gee international Zionism as a joval accomplice and ally of 
imperialiem and ail the world's reactionary forces and are struggling 
resolutely against it, 


The international communiat movement and the Israeli Communist Party are 
energetically active in exposing Zioniern, 


Despite the utmost support of international imperialism and reaction, 
Zioniem finds itself in a state of ever deepening crisis and isolation 
in the world arena, to which, in particular, a UN General Assembly 
resolution, which in 1975 branded Zionism as a form of raciem and racial 
discrimination, testifies. 
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5.M, Mirkhasilov: “Contemporary Ethnic and Ethnic=Cultural Processes 
in UVgbekistan in the Evaluation of Bourgeois 
*"Sovietologists'" 


Problema of the development of the socialist way of life and its contrast 
to the way of life typical of the world of capitalism are increasingly 
becoming an object of the acute ideological struggle in the international 
arena, In attacking the sociopolitical and economic transformations in 
our country bourgeois ideologtiets are increasingly touching on ethnic 

and cultural-sectal processes. Whereas previously bourgeois "“Sovietolo- 
gists” dealt with these questions in passing, recently they have begun 

to examine them more often and more extensively: in special works, arti- 
clea and sections of major works. This has been conditioned by the grow- 
ing influence of the Soviet experience of the solution of the nationality 
question, including the socialist transformations of the everyday life 
and culture of the Central Asian peoples. 


The ethnic and cultural-secial processes occurring in Soviet Uzbekistan 
reflect the main trends of the national development of the Uzbek and 

other peoples of our country and their blossoming and all-around rapproche- 
ment in the course of building socialism and communism. Powerless to deny 
the Central Asian peoples’ tremendous achievements in the years of Soviet 
power, bourgeois ethnographers and sociologists are attempting to distort 
the true picture of the socialist nations’ ethnic development and seek out 
some “conservatism” in the ethnic development and social life of the 
Central Asian peoples, in whom ethnic and national self-awareness is 
allegediy an expression of their religious or racial allegiance. Here 

the survivais of religious customs and rites are described as "popular 
national traditions" and so forth. 


Thus Ethel and Stephen Dunn declare that “Islam may be considered the 
organized expression of national self-consciousness inasmuch as many 
representatives of Central Asian nationalities even in our day apparently 
(?) feel that it is precisely Islam which contains the essence of the 


cultural tradition.” 


A. Bennigsen asserts that "an awareness of belonging to any one specifi 
nation such as the Turkmen, Uzbek, Kazakh or Karakalpak was completely 
lacking in the prerevolutionary Muslim, whether nomad or peasant." And, 
further, he attempts to elicit whether a national self-awareness has 
evolved in the Muslim of the Soviet Union or whether they consider them- 
selves belonging to a broader community, to the “Turkic race” or even 
to Islam in general.« As can be seen, these constructions of an ethnic 
classification of the Central Asian peoples are not far from the racist, 
pan-Turkic, pan-Islamic postulates which are nurtured by ethnic-racial 
and religious prejudices. In addition, this pattern is inwardly contra- 
dictory and cannot reveal general regularities. 
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Separating peoples according to religious characteristics talle inte the 
category of classifications built on a partial of insufficiently thorough 
selection of criteria for 4 systematization of ethnic communities and is 
based on outward manifestations of culture, Yet being based on allied 
sclences, ethnography has only been able to formulate really setentif ik 
formulations on the basis of objective factora excluding subjective 
interpretations. For different purposes and different degrees of ampli- 
tude of the picture of the ethnic composition of the world modern 
ethnography employe four types of classification: geographical, anthro- 
pological, economic=cultural and linguistic. 


National self-awareness is an awareness of one's allegiance not to a 
religious but to a certain soctal-ethnic community and a conse lousness 
of one's attitude toward the material and spiritual requirements of the 
existence and development of this community. 


Having an erroneous comprehension of ethnic self-awareness and speaking 
about an absence of developed national self-awareness in the Central Asian 
peoples in the prerevolutionary paat, bourgeois “Sovietologists” thereby 
deny the existence of an ethnic self-awareness in them altogether. They 
substitute for it "Muslim awareness” and an “allegiance to the single 
community of Islam,” thus cenying the very age-old existence of the Uzbek 
and other Central Asian peoples with their rich ethnic history. Even 
before the penetration of Central Asia by Islam, its peoples had covered 

a long and complex path of ethnic development and the formation of ethnic 
self-awareness. the basic ethnic components which then in the ethnogene- 
tic process became part of the Uzbeks, Tadzhike, Turkmens, Kirgiz, Kazakhs 
and Karakalpaks evolved about 1,000 years ago, at the time of the early 
Middle Ages. Throughout the 9th-16th centuries they were formed into 
ethnic national groups with a specific living structure, way of life, 
culture, language and so forth, characteristic of each of them. 


Of course, many singularities of contemporary ethnic processes are 
explained to a considerable extent by the specific features of the ethni: 
situation which took shape in the prerevolutionary period. Prior to the 
revolution, the process of consolidation of the bourgeois nations and 
the formation of the national self-awareness of the Uzbeks, Kazakhs, 
Turkmens, Tadzhiks, Kirgiz and Karakaipaks which was linked with this 
was not completed for there stood in its way feudal-patriarchal back- 
wardness and feudal and tribal fragmentation, which was consolidated 

and cultivated by tsarism. Not having fully taken shape as bourgeois 
nations, they were formed into socialist nations in the process of 
building socialisn. 


"Not being something that is frozen and a once-for-all phenomenon, 
national self-awareness, like the national mentality,” Sh.R. Rashidov 
observes, “changes in the process of a people's historical development. 
A fundamental transformation of the social system logically leads to 
qualitative shifts in national self-awareness. There was thus a quali- 
tative change in the national self-awareness of the peoples of the Soviet 
Fast in the process of the socialist transformations."’ 
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The consolidation of the Ugbek socialist nation was attended by an inten- 
Sive process of the settlement of the seminomads, their fusion with the 
settled population, an inerease in their national self-awareness and the 
elimination of the congefousness of their belonging to a definite ances- 
tral tribal group, An important factor behind the ethnic consolidation 
of the Usbeks and other Central Asian peoples and their organigation as 
socialist nations was the formation of their national Soviet statehood, 
it not only aceebrated the development and socialist transformation of 
the economy and cuiture of the Central Asian republics but also speeded 
up important ethnic processes=-the erasure of past tribal distinctions, 
ethnic cohesion and consolidation and the development of the national 
self-awareness of the socialist nations. The former territorial frag- 
mentation of the Lebek and other Central Asian peoples was overcome, 


All the elements of the socioeconomic and ethnic community of the Uzbek 
socialist nation typical of nations of the era of soctaliam took shape 
in the process of the rapid growth of the economy and culture. 


An important direction of the national consolidation of the Uzbek people 
wae the final merger of the so-called Sarte (Usbek-speaking) with the 
Usbeke, which wae reflected in these groups’ ethnic native name. The 
fational native name “U sbek,” which became widespread in this period, 
forced the word “Sart” out of circulation and relegated the ancestral 
tribal names of other groups of Usbeks to the background, although dual 
ethnic self-awareness had not then been eliminated in some of them 
(Uzbek-Kongrats, Uzbek-Mangitse and so forth). 


The exclusiveness of the ethnic groups of Turks, Kipchaks of the Fergana 
valley and the Kuramintey of Tashkentekaya Oblast, expressed in their 
ethnic self-awareness, proved sore lasting, and it was only subsequent 
population censuses and ethnographic studies which established their 
gradual integration and dissolution within the Uzbek nation. 


Different ethnic groups of Uzbeks merged increasingly intensively with 
their basic mass, and the composition of a single Uzbek socialist nation 
and the eliminatica of the consciousness of belonging to some ancestra! 
tribal group or locality which had predominated in the past over 
national self-awareness accelerated. 


Thus according to the 1926 population census, the total number of Kurams 
living in Uzbekistan was 50,078, but at the time of the 1939 and 1959 
censuses they called themselves Uzbeks. Some 33,500 Kipchaks were 
recorded in Fergana in 1926, but in 1959 approximately 100 persons 
classified themselves as Kipchaks. Whereas in 1926 more than 60,000 
persons called themselves Turks, this figure was a little more than 
2,000 in 1959. The results of the 1959 population census convincingly 
showed the great ethnic monolithic character of the Uzbek socialist 
nation. Not “Muslim,” as bourgeois “Sovietologists” claim, but the eth- 
nonym "Uzbek" has become the single national native name of the Uzbeks. 
A single national self-awareness and native name now predominate amid 
the entire Uzbek population. 




















it was only under socialiem that a truly national self-awareness fully 
reflecting the really fundamental interests of the entire Uzbek people 
Was established, A process of the further atrengthening, intensifica- 
tion and enrichment of the peoples’ national self-awareness ie under 

way under the conditions of developed socialiam. “The constant growth 

of the class and national self-awareness of the people's masses," the 
CPSU Program points out, “is 4 characteristic feature of the contemporary 
period of social development."” The Communist Party displays particular 
concern for the further development of the self-awareness of the Soviet 
socialist nations, 


The national self-awareness of the USSR's socialist nations ia a new type 
eof national self-awareness engendered in the process of fundamental soc ial - 
iet traneformations, to which a limited, narrow national self-awareness 

is alien. Socialist internationaliem has become firmly established in 
Soviet people's consciousness, expelling therefrom the vestiges of national 
isolation and exclusiveness. 


The main feature characterizing Soviet people is the feeling of each per- 
son, irrespective of nationality, that he belongs to a new historical 
community==-the Soviet people. The international sociopolitical commun- 
ity==-the Soviet people=-is also reflected in the self-awareness. When 
Soviet people categorize themselves as belonging to some definite ethnik 
group or other, thie is usually combined with a consciousness of belong- 
ing to the Soviet people. And when USSR citizens are abroad, the con- 
sciousness of pan-Soviet allegiance comes to the fore. So national 
self-awareness is inseparably connected with Soviet people's pan-national 
pride, which, as L.l. Brezhnev observed, “is deeper and more extensive 
than the natural national feelings of each individual people making up 
our country.” 


Embodving the unity of the national and international, the socialist 
nation's national self-awareness corresponds to the socialist way of 
life, which reveals a prospect of the possibility of the socialist 
nations’ and peoples’ consciousness growing into a consciousness char- 
acteristic of a communist society. 


Urbanization, in the process of which essential differences in the pro- 
portions of the urban and rural population have been surmounted and the 
transformation of many traditional forms of everyday life and the inter- 
nationalization of all spheres of the people's life have been accelerated, 
has exerted a great influence on the entire appearance of the Uzbek 
socialist nation. From 1959 through 1975 the Uzbek SSR's urban popuila- 
tion grew from 2,729,000 to 5,259, 900 and the proportion of urban 
inhabitants in the total population of the republic rose from 33.6 to 

18.4 percent. 


However, bourgeois “Sovietologists,” particularly David K. Shipler, por- 
tray urbanization in our country as abrupt migration from the villages 
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to the cities in connection with the "“dissatistaction” of rural inhabi- 
cante, particularly the young people, and the “deprivationa” of rural 
life, 


Ethnosociological studies carried out in different regions of our coun- 
try, including Usbekiatan, attest rural inhabitants’ increased level of 
satisfaction with all aspects of their life and work. 


Usbeke living in a rural locality frequently visit the cities and value 
urban culture, but the overwhelming majority does not intend changing 
rural life for permanent urban life. The settlement in the countryside 
of a large proportion of specialists with higher education is aleo char- 
acteriatic., And this is not fortuitous. The sphere of the application 
of intellectual and highly skilled work for various specialiate and the 
cultural-social conditions of the countryside are coming increasingly 
close to those of the city. At the same time love for the places of 
one's birth and other ties of family and friendship are an important 
incentive prompting the intelligentsia and the young people to remain and 
work in their own village. 


Bourgeois "Sovietologistse"” aspire to represent the prevalence of uni- 
national marriages as evidence of nationalism (Weslay A. Fisher),’ 
claiming that nationalism may be gaged by the number of mixed marriages 
(Richard Pipes).” Sut this is by no means a decisive factor of a deter- 
mination of the nature of national relations. The broadening of inter- 
nation contacts in the production and social spheres is of far greater 
significance. As throughout the country, national relations in produc- 
tion in Uzbekistan are distinguished by a high degree of internationalism. 
The republic party organization's activity in strengthening friendship 
among the peoples is embodied in practice in favorable inter-nation 
relations and people's national principles and the friendly contacts of 
representatives of different nationalities. 


There is virtually no labor or academic collective in the republic which 
is not multinational. Studies have shown that approximately one-third of 
Uzbeks in the cities are employed in collectives where persons of other 
nationalities constitute no Less than half the workers. The overwhelming 
majority of urban and rural Uzbeks have a positive attitude toward 
inter-nation dealings in the labor collective and in social life and have 
friends among the representatives of other nationalities. 


And in the question of inter-nation marriages also matters are not as 
portrayed by the “Sovietologists." Currently one-third of urban Uzbeks 
have relatives in nationally mixed marriages. And in the countryside also 
nationally mixed marriages are becoming increasingly frequent, particu- 
larly on the sovkhozes with their multinational population. The majority 
of those polled had a favorable attitude toward nationally mixed marriages. 
According to data of the 1970 census, 13 percent of Uzbeks are part of 
nationally mixed marriages, the number of which is continuing to grow. 
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The bourgeois talsitiers' iaventions concerning the position of women in 
the USSR, including Usbekistan, are also entirely groundless, Witness 
the value, for example, of David Kk, Shipler's assertion that "Soviet 
society has remained isolated from,..the forces of the movement for 
women's emancipation which have emerged in the West. As a result the 
attitudes of men and women here are imbued with a conviction as to a 
woman's intellectual inferiority and emotional instability and to it 
being her duty to run the household without expecting any particular help 
on the part of the husband, "? 


It is common knowledge that immediately after the revolution Soviet power 
adopted a number of decrees aimed at emancipating women. As V.I. Lenin 
pointed out, “not a trace has been left here, in Soviet Russia, of 
women's law=-proclaimed inequality with men. The particularly vile, mean 
and hypocritical inequality in marriage and family law and the inequality 
in volesien to the child have been completely done away with by Soviet 
power," 


The Communist Party and the Soviet state attach the greatest importance 
to concern for the woman worker and the mother. The laws of the social- 
ist state guarantee conditions making it possible to combine a happy 
motherhood with participation in productive work and public-political 
life. 


In Uzbekistan there is not now a branch of the economy and culture in 
which women are not employed. They constitute 43 percent of all workers 
and employees--approximately 1.6 million persons--51 times more than in 
1928. The number of women specialists with higher and secondary spec ial- 
ized education employed in all sectors of the economy has risen to 
460,000, which is almost 5 times more than in 1959. 


Women play a great part in the activity of the organs of state power. 
Many of them have been promoted to leading work in party, state, eco- 
nomic, Komsomol, labor union and other public organizations. There are 
128,000 women in the ranks of the Uzbek Communist Party or 24 percent of 
its composition. Some 117 of the republic's women have had the titie 
Hero of Socialist Labor conferred on them, 74,000 have been awarded 
orders and medals of the USSR and so forth.!! 


There has also been a fundamental change in the population's orientation 
toward housekeeping pursuits, mutual relations and the distribution of 
roles within the family and the system of behavior in everyday life. 
Women participate in all the affairs of the family on a level with men. 
More than half of those polled in the course of ethnosociological 
research replied that the husband helped the wife with the housework and 
in raising the children in their families. The prestige of women's work 
activity is very high both in the city and in the village. 
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So 4 study of the current ethnic and ethnic-cultural processes occurring 
in our country, including Uzbekistan, provides a wealth of material for 
4 resolute, well-reasoned repudiation of the false inventions of the 
bourgeois "“Sovietologiata,"” who are attempting in vain to distort the 
nature of these processes under the conditions of developed socialiam. 
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8.5. Mannanov: "Bourgeoia Faleitication of the History of International 
Relations in the Middle East" 


There has been a marked intensification in Western "Sovietology” recently 
of the elaboration of individual questions of the history of the inter- 
national relations of the Middle East region. Since the start of the 
1970's lengthy articles began to appear one after the other in many 
journals devoted to various aspects of the so-called "great game"-- 
Anglo-Russian contradictions in the 19th century in Central Asia, 
Afghanistan and tran.! A number of books of a monographic nature have 
also been published on general and individual questions of this problem, 
Dozens of long-forgotten works--travel notes, recollections and so forth 
of British agents, officers and dip)omats who visited this area or other 
of the sald region in the 19th century--which had become bibliographical 
rarities are being reprinted.’ Currently, as the facts indicate, not a 
single "scientific forum" of Western "specialists" on the Soviet East is 
held without an examination of events of the 19th century, particularly 
Anglo-Russian relations, and almost every one of their participants 
considers it his duty in discussing topical questions of Western "Soviet- 
ology" to draw whatever historical parallel he can from the history of the 
imperial policy of Russia and Britain to prove his proposition. Not to 
mention the special reports on the history of the colonial policy of 
Russia and Britain whose inclusion in the official program of such 
"scientific" conferences has become an obligatory occurrence. 

What is the explanation for the present-day "Sovietologists'"’ excessive 
enthusiasm for the events of so distant a past and what purpose are 
they pursuing here? Perhaps it is a question of "blanks" in the history 
of the international relations of the 19th century which have not been 
fully elaborated from a scientific viewpoint? Of course not. Upon a 
close familiarization with the content of their works devoted to prob- 
lems of the history of the countries of the Middle East of the 19th cen- 
tury it becomes clear that the bulk of this literature is intended to 
falsify the key questions of the history of the international life of 
this region and adapt them to the requirements of present-day bourgeois 
ideology. 


In one such work--a book by Bernard Lewis, an expert on Middle East 
countries, entitled "History--Remembered, Recovered, Invented''--the 
author divides history into three categories. In the last category he 
includes "invented history which embellishes the past or removes that 
which present-day society may find unpleasant and replaces it with 
something more acceptable for present-day purposes."4 Of course, Lewis 
by no means addresses this sentence to his brother writers--bourgeois 
"Sovietologists."' But this statement, whether the author wished this 
or not, sounds like an objective evaluation of the literature we have 
just mentioned. 
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it ta imposaible in one article to cover all the questions of the 
history of international relations in the Middle East--rich in complex 
political events--to which a multitude of the works of Western "Soviet- 
ologists’ has been devoted. Therefore we will dwell here just on a few 
of them in order to show the groundlessness of the "scientific" propo- 
sitions advanced in them, 


The majority of the works of bourgeois specialists devoted to the his- 
tory of the period in question again and again, as a rule, makes much 

of the hackneyed proposition of "the Russian threat to India" and, in 
this connection, the question of the fact that Russia wae allegedly more 
aggressive than Britain in pursuing a colonial policy in the Middle East 
in the 19th century. Soviet historiography Long ago showed this propo- 
sition's nonconformity with historical truth.? However, all this is be- 
ing disputed anew by bourgeois historians, who allude to certain new 
archive documents to which they previously allegedly did not have access. 
They do not confine themselves here to a repetition of the old proposi- 
tions behind which the British colonial authorities in the Middle East 
conveniently took cover in the past but put forward additional reasons in 
support of their claims. 


As is known, one interpretation of the proposition of "the Russian threat 
to India" was that the tsarist government was allegediy incapable of keep- 
ing its officers on the borders under control and that the latter acted 
largely at their own discretion, but when their actions were successful, 
the central authorities interpreted them as faits accomplis. The exam- 
ples of the Russian expedition to Khiva (1839), the conquest of Tashkent 
by General Chernyayev in 1865, the activity of Romanovskiy in 1866, 
Kaufman's campaign in 1869 and others are adduced in support of this. 

We encounter this "argument" in numerous British publications of that 
time; in A.S. Krausse's "Russia in Asia," "Central Asia" by F.H. Skrine 
and E.D. Ross, "England and Russia in the East" by Henry Rawlinson, 
Curzon's "Russia in Central Asia" and others, for example. Justifying 
Britain's aggressive actions in the Middle East, they all put forward the 
said eqoumant in support of the proposition of the "Russian threat" to 
India. 


The American professor F. Kazemzadeh ventured in his monograph 
"Russia and Britain in Persia. 1864-1914" to go beyond this, as he puts 
it, “long-established interpretation" of the question.’ He put forward 
the proposition that the Central Asian military authorities were "under 
close control from St Petersburg, so that all their steps were decided 
at the highest government level." According to Kazemzadeh, Russia's 
expansion in the East, coveted by all, was undertaken “with greater or 
lesser resolve depending on the circumstances, but maintained with firm 
consistency. "8 


This question also occupies a central place in Peter Morris's Lengthy 
article "The Russians in Central Asia. 1870-1887."9 According to him, 
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the expansion of the Russian Empire in Central Asia was a powerful 
imperial onslaught in the history of the 19th century. "Sritain dis- 
played the liveliest interest in this question at one time," the author 
observes. "This was occasioned by no means idle curiosity but by a 

very real anxiety apropos Russia's intentions. There arose, in particu- 
lar, the fundamental questionof whether its expansion signitied a threat 
to the security of the Indian Empire."10 Fully agreeing with Kazemzadeh's 
proposition concerning the existence of an official Russian threat to 
India, P. Morris attempts to trace the main stages of Central Asia's 
connection with Russia from precisely this viewpoint. From the archives 
of the British Foreign Ministry (the Foreign Office) he cites a number of 
document s-+communications from British emissaries in Petersburg about the 
fact that they had learned from members of the Russian Foreign Ministry 
about misrepresentation of the will of the Russian Government by its local 
military representatives. "This," Morris concludes, "was a good camou- 
flage fabrication for explaining the gulf between the Russians’ promises 
and actual events."!1 Thus he also puts particular emphasis on the 
aggressive nature of Russian imperial policy in the East. He remains 
Silent here about the Britishcolonialists' expansionist policy in this 
region. 


Bourgeois specialists have become so enthusiastic about proof of this 
proposition that it is now reflected even in works which lay claim to a 
more or less objective interpretation of historical events. These in- 
clude, for example, David Gillard's monograph. 2 Although stating 
specially in the introduction that the existence in the past of a 
Russian threat to India or a British threat to Central Asia remains a 
matter of dispute, the author observes a few pages later that "Russia, 
having gradually absorbed the small states in the East, was in a posi- 
tion which represented an all-around danger for India."13 


Another group of "specialists'’ took upon itself the impossible labor 
of "justifying" Britain's expansionist policy with respect to the peo- 
ples of Afghanistan, Iran and Central Asia right from the start of the 
19th century. 


Thus in 1973 Gerald Morgan, a colonel in the British service, wrote a 
special article in the journal ASIAN AFFAIRS devoted to a justification 
of che activity of British Intelligence in the Middle East in the 19th 
century and at the start of the 20th.J]4 He expresses displeasure that 
Soviet historians "do not have the least doubt that we had some 
Machiavellian! system which was inundating Central Asia with agents-- 
both British and indian--and doing everything in its power to prevent 
Russia's legitimate expansion in this BPe.” And he hereupon con- 
cludes that "that was not always true."! 





According to Morgan, neither in Britain itself nor in British India prior 
to the mid-19th century was there even a mention of a specially organized 








intelligence network directed against Afghanistan, lLran and Central Asia, 
and "as of the 1860's the entire British Government had only one Russian 
expert, who was in the Indian Affairs Department (the India Office), and 
only in 1876 was it proposed that his research in the Russian sphere and 
his translations be made available to the Foreign Ministry and the War 
Office. Similarly, in India there was only one China expert--[Ney Elias|-- 
and he spent a large part of his time far from Calcutta engaged in other 
duties." 


Where, then, did the string of British agents who in the last century 
filled the countries of the Middle East, including the khanates of 
Central Asia, come from? According to Morgan, they were representatives 
of the Indian Topographical Department and officers of the Indian Politi- 
cal Service. "The Topographical Department," he writes, "as its name 
indicates, was responsible for topographical surveys of India, and there 
was nothing secret about it... in an earlier part of its existence it had 
employed only British topographers."” Subsequentiy, according to him, in- 
asmuch as Britain "knew so little about the countries” situated between 
British and Russian territory, the need arose for a survey of the ethno- 
graphy and flora and fauna of these countries. Although certain of the 
British topographers, Morgan observes, “had found far broader pursuits” 
in their activity, it was decided for the accomplishment of the new tasks 
"to assemble a special class of Indians--so-called pandits, that is, 
people who knew how to handle scientific instruments'--since "it was 
impossible to send out British topographers to perform such tasks: they 
would unfailingly have attracted attention, brought suspicion upon them- 
selves and run too great a risk of getting killed. '18 "The pandits had 
had no military or political training," Morgan writes, “and for this 
reason could never have appreciated such matters. As their reports show, 
Russia's activity was utterly beyond their competence, and not one of 
them was ever sent to Western Turkestan.” 


As far as another organization--the Indian Political Service, which was 
set up in 1820 by the East India Company and controlled by its overseas 
department--was concerned, it was, according to Morgan, merely unfortun- 
ately named and in actual fact "was the company's diplomatic corps and 
functioned as such in all respects,"20 Morgan also expresses his dis- 
pleasure with the fact that the company, which was allegedly involved 
only in conventional commercial practice, named officers of the Politi- 
cal Service agents, which allegedly was a reason for Soviet historians 
getting the wrong idea. ‘The Russians," Morgan laments, "are inclined 
to read the English word ‘agent’ in the sense of ‘spy,’ and this confu- 
sion was a source of their suspicions."21 


Having in this way "proved" the above-mentioned es.ablishments' 
"“noninvolvement"’ in Britain's subversive activity in the Middle East 
countries, Morgan explains the numerous instances of visits to the coun- 
tries of this region by dozens of representatives of the said organiza- 
tions partly by trips made virtually on the personal initiative of 
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“officers who were bored by life in the military settlements and who had 
a proclivity toward adventure and languages." These trips, according 

to him, "had an equal appeal to civilians also, who found office life 
exhausting or did not get on with their chiefs." Therefore, he concludes, 
"tuey simply cannot be regarded as being on the plane of some actual 
espionage system, "22 Many of them, he claims, brought great benefits 

to the countries they visited, but their activity was, as a whole, not 
useful to the British authorities, and for this reason "three viceroys-- 
Northbrook, [Raynon| and Dufferin--found them an encumbrance, particu- 
larly because they were always writing books and sending reports to the 
newspapers to inform the public (and the Russians), and refused to allow 
these people to cross the Indian border."23 But Morgan preferred for some 
reason to remain silent about instances of certain of these agents, whom 
he calls “amateurs” or “adventurers” who were allegedly no use to the 
British Government, having government awards conferred on them and even 
being ennobled after their return to Britain. Does this not indicate 
their involvement in Britain's official policy at that time? For some 
reason or other Colonel Morgan leaves this aspect of the question open. 


At the same ti» sets about exposing, as he puts it, "their Russian 
doubles," the. beics, in his opinion, Colonel Przheval'skiy and Captain 
Grombchevski\, for example. “Many of them," Morgan writes, “were extra- 
ordinarily fi. le professionals and were encouraged to a certain 


extent by the Imperial Geographical Society. It is natural that each 
Side regarded such poopie as spies, but on our side they were really a 
class of adventurers."24 

Morgan is sure that on the basis of his “examination,” which was, as he 
writes, "the result of quite painstaking research in the archives of the 
Indian Affairs Department (the India Office), it may be concluded that an 
intelligence network in Central Asia was never organized from the center... 
as Soviet historians assert." 


In 1975 yet another article2© appeared in the journal HISTORY TODAY 
devoted to a justification of the activity of two British agents--Abbot 
and Shakespeare--who were sent on a special assignment in 1839 to Khiva 
by Maj D. [Arsi] Todd, British agent in Herat. 


The author acknowledges that "prior to the first Anglo-Afghan war and in 
the following 2 years, the East India Company sent several officers to 
Central Asia to reconnoiter and to attempt to persuade tne three princi- 
pal khanates--Buknara, Khiva and Kokand--to tie their fate to India and 

not Russia."° Sut these persons are portrayed as innocent intermediaries 
between Russia and Khiva and the liberators of Russian prisoners from the 
khan's captivity who, incidentally, according to him, succeeded in preserv- 
ing the Khiva khanate's independence for a certain time. 














lt is known that at this time the British, having occupied Afghanistan, 
had also stepped up their activity particularly in Central Asia, The 
above-mentioned agents were urgently dispatched to Khiva when rumors 
reached the Uritish about Perovekty preparing for an expedition, The 
purpose was to prevent Khiva joining up with Russia and reinforce 
Hritish positions in thie region of Central Asia, The Perovakiy expe- 
dition failed, tut in order to free the Russian slave-captives in 
Khiva the Orenburg authorities announced the detention, as hostages, of 
Khiva emigrants in Orenbure,. 


The abovewmentioned British agents aleo participated on their own personal 
initiative in the negotiations on thie issue between Khiva and Orenburg. 
As 4 result of the talke 416 persone were rescued from Khiva captivity 
and dispatched to Russia, Without any grounds for so doing, Morgan gives 
the full eredit for thie to the activity of Abbot and Shakespeare. 


As far as the above-mentioned British representatives’ espionage activity 
is coneerned, the author interprets thie as a fact of no particular sig- 
nificance for Todd, who sent them to Khiva, it transpires, received from 
Abbot one and from Shakespeare only a few reports, which allegedly con- 
tained no particularly important information and should be regarded as 
the resuite of the simple curtosity of private travelers. At the same 
time Morgan is intensely disturbed by a circumstance which reduces his 
fabrication to nothing. The point being that Shakespeare, as Morgan 
writes, had carelessly made an unforgivable mistake--he left some of his 
papere in Khiva which he “should have destroyed.” These were the rough 
drafte of the reporte, translations of Russian military articles and “a 
copy of a letter from Palmer to the British ambassador in Petersburg 
with instructions to warn the Russian Government that the annexation o 
Khiva” could be “taken” by the British “as grounds for declaring war.” 
it does not suit Morgan that these documents “ended up in the hands of 
the Russians” and are now “in the state archives of Soviet Central Asia” 
and that Soviet historians, taking them as a basis, conclude that these 
two British subjects and others who came to Central Asia in those years 
were spies “enganed in activity to prepare for the British occupation of 
this region.” 





Of course these conclusions do not suit Morgan. He would like Soviet his- 
torians, having closed their eyes to these facts, to agree with his 
assesement of the resulte of the said missions, which, according to him, 
“had remarkable results not for India (Britain--B.M.), as Todd wished, 
but for Russia.” He is therefore grieved that “prominent Russian his- 
torians remain silent about this unique example of unbidden British 
assistance.” 


This twisting by bourgeois specialists of the historical facts concern- 
ing 19th century international relations in Central Asia is so obvious, 
as can be seen from the examples cited above, that it sometimes calls 
forth sharp objections even from their colleagues. For example, one 
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Lare--rik Nyman trankly observes in his article written ae if in 
response to G, Morgan's work "Myth and Reality in the ‘Great Game'" 

that "the innocence which many British historians have put on recently 
concerning their country's intentions and operations in the Central Asia 
region has led to a conetegzebie adaptation of history more on the basis 
of sentiments than facts," 


in a number of Weatern “Sovietologiate'” works we encounter a further new 
proposition the basis of which is the assertion that British colonialiam 
was more humane than teariet colontaliam, This latest fabrication was 
firet sounded in a speech by Geoffrey Wheeler, a zealous "Sovietologiat,” 
Which he delivered on 18 March 1970 to the Royal Central Asiag Society on 
the subject "British and Russian Imperial Attitudes in Asia." 3 


Comparing the position of India and Central Asia in the period of colonial 
rule by Britain and Russia, Wheeler observes that “the principal distinc- 
tion between the administrative systems employed in India and Central 

Asia prior to 1917 was from start to finish the fact that the British 
system was essentially civil while the teariet system was military” and 
that “the tesarist system of colonial control... never studied the question 
of ultimate self-determination for ite subject peoples,” but Britain, you 
see, right from the very start of the 19th century, it transpires, “had 
given thought to the desirability and complete possibility of sel f- 
government for India. "34 


Consequently, British colonial policy in the East should by no means be 
censured but, on the contrary, extolled for, according to Wheeler, it 
brought very nearly happiness to the subjugated peoples, in this case-- 
those of India. And the collapse of this empire occurred, according to 
Wheeler, not as a result of the peoples’ struggle against the hated 
foreign rule but for the simple reason that Britain, it turns out, itsel! 
voluntarily relinquished rule over them. "Rightly or not," G. Wheeler 
writes, "Britain relinquished its responsibility, passing on to the now 
independent states of India and Pakistan the Europeanized governmental, 
higher educational and military systems. They can now do whatever they 
want oe” meme systems: they can leave them, alter them or replace 
them...."” 





But Russia, this not-unknown anti-Soviet asserts, continues to hold on 

to its colonies. Developing this fabrication, Wheeler offers his own period- 
ization of the so-called "colonization" of Centrai Asia in another opus 

in a special issue of CANADIAN SLAVONIC PAPERS96 for 1975. According to 
him, the post-October period of the history of Soviet Central Asia con- 
stitutes the fourth stage of this region's colonization. 


Foreseeing the objections to such a brazen anti-Soviet approach to the 
history of Soviet Central Asia even on the past of Western scholars, 
Wheeler writes at this juncture: "Certain Western authors attempt to 








create the impression chat the Seviet authorities’ seizure of Central 
Asia after 1917 was not, a8 observed above, the latest stage in the 
establishment of a Russian presence but was the etart of an entirely new 
era, It i@ not very likely that Asiatic historians of the future will 
view this matter in precisely thie light. From the viewpoint of the 
Muslim population which had come under direct Russian rule, the main 
turning point was the fact that their fate passed from the handa of 
despotic local rulers to the hands of unfamiliar and mysterious people 
of another race and culture. The coming to power of the Soviets," he 
conc Lugs hie pontifications, “marked no radical change in this situa- 
tion." 


A participant in «a symposium held in Washington in 1976 on the problem 
"Nationalities and Nationaliem in the USSR: A Soviet Dilemma," Bernard 
Lewis, a Princeton professor, exclaimed, providing a survey of "the 
expansion of the European nations throughout history in the East": "Now, 
500 years on, the great era of European expansion has come to an end. 

The last to relinquish their empire were the Portuguese; only the Russians 
have remained an sapenies nation because they have held onto what the 

rest of us have lost.” Such assertions can also be encountered in 

other papers of thie anti-Soviet symposium. For example, Teresa Rakowska- 
Harmetone frankly asserted that “the historically goninating role of the 
Russians is continued in the Soviet period also."? 


As can be seen from the adduced examples, it is by no means simple 
curiosity which attracts the West's specialists to an active study of 
questions of international relations in the Middle East in the 19th 
century. They are engaging in these digressions with a preset goal-- 
proving by any means Russia's aggressiveness in the past and, building 

a bridge between the policy of Russia and that of the Soviet Union, show- 
ing the existence of some “continuity” in the USSR's foreign policy in 
the Middle East. Proceeding from this main proposition, to which all 

the forgeries are subordinated, the conclusion is drawn concerning some 
“particular” designs of the Soviet Union with respect to the countries 

of the Middle East and even South Asia identical to the designs of tsarist 
Russia in the 19th century. These lying inventions are not only 
exaggerated in every possible way in various Western publications pretend- 
ing to a quasiscientific approach but are also used extensively in the 
broadcasts of the West's well-known radio centers to intimidate the peo- 
ples of the foreign East with the “communist threat.” 


Soviet historians are called on to expose convincingly, from class posi- 
tions,such fabrications of bourgeois historiography aimed at falsifying 
the history of international relations and also the Soviet Union's peace- 
loving and friendly foreign policy in relation to the countries of the 
Middle East and South Asia. It is necessary to concentrate our special- 
ists’ efforts on the creation of major works on key questions of the 
history of the said region's international relations, which will represent 
a worthy repudiation of the attacks of bourgeois ideology and propaganda 
on this problem. 
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L.S. lvaneva: Eventea 
Conference of Historians of Usbekistan 


A conference of historians of Usbekiatan devoted to the tasks of the fur- 
ther development of historical and party-history science in the light of 
the CPSU Central Committee decrees "A Further Improvement in Ideological 
and Political Education Work: and “The 110th Anniversary of Vladimir 
Ll'ich Lenin's Birth" convened by the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences, the 
Usbek Communist Party Central Committee Inatitute of Party History, the 
Uzbek SSR Ministry of Higher and Secondary Specialized Education and the 
Uzbek SSR Ministry of Education was held on 18 January 1980 in Tashkent. 


Social scientists of the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences and the Karakal- 
pak branch of the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences and of the Uzbek Commun- 
ist Party Central Committee Inetitute of Party History, department heads 
of republic VUZ's, executives of the Ministry of Higher and Secondary 
Specialized Education and the Ministry of Education of Uzbekistan and 
others took part in the conference. 





The conference's opening remarks were delivered by E.Yu. Yusupov, vice 
president of the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences and member of the same, 
who described the principal features of the sociopolitical and economic 
life of the country and the republic in the period since the bistoric 
25th CPSU Congress. 


A special place in the country's life is now occupied by the decisions 
of the CPSU Central Committee November (1979) Plenum and the speech 
thereat of L.I. Brezhnev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, 
which was of a program nature in its depth and Marxist-Leninist analysis 
and which summarizes the results of the activity of the party and the 
Soviet people in the present 5-year plan and substantiates the funda- 
mental problems of a further upsurge of the country's economy and an 
increase in the people's well-being. 


As always, the party and government have continued to devote tremendous 
attention to the development of science in the USSR, including the sphere 
of the social sciences, which includes historical science. The role of 
the social sciences in the accomplishment of the tasks of a further im- 
provement in ideological and political education work becomes even more 
pertinent in the light of the CPSU Central Committee decree of 26 April 
1979. 


E.Yu. Yusupov illustrated the class of the most important problems of 
historical science in Uzbekistan. It is essential, he emphasized, to 
continue to develop research into and create major works on the history 
of the Great October Socialist Revolution, revealing the active partici- 
pation of the Central Asian peoples therein; and on the history of the 
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formation, development and further strengthening of the friendship ot the 
Uzbek and other peoples of our country and the improvement of national 
relations, 


The problem of an in-depth and comprehensive study of the history of 
the Soviet society of the period of mature socialism remains the center 
of attention, 


It is necessary to remember always and in all things that it is precisely 
the social sciences, including historical science, which constitute the 
core of ideological work. The personalities of these sciences are called 
on to reveal on a high theoretical level and strikingly and convincingly 
the ideological wealth and all-conquering force of Marxist-Leninist theory 
and practice and the tremendous creative contribution to its development 
being made by the Communist Party and its Central Committee headed by 

L.1. Brezhnev. 


Particular relevance is attached to an extended study of the question of 
the increased role of party leadership of the economy, cultural building 
and the entire life of the republic under current conditions and a com- 
prehensive investigation of the process of the strengthening of the alli- 
ance of workers and peasants, the development of the Soviet way of life, 
changes in the social structure of society, the elimination of existing 
differences between city and countryside, the history of socialist cities, 
the history of the kolkhozes and sovkhozes and many other problems. 


Certain problems of ancient history and that of the Middle Ages and the 
ethnogenesis of the Uzbek and other Central Asian peoples also need 
further extended elaboration. Lenin's propositions concerning the com- 
bination of the national liberation movement with the revolutionary move- 
ment of the Russian proletariat, the noncapitalist development path and 
others are still to be revealed on the historical-philosophical plane. 


More than ever before the VUZ historians should organically link their 
scientific research with ideological-educational work, proceeding from 
the party's directives on the need to train young specialists who will 

in practice be active conductors of party policy capable of solving 
difficult problems of science and technology, culture and economics under 
contemporary conditions. 


It is necessary to wage an uncompromising aggressive struggle against the 
ideology of contemporary anticommunisn, revealing with sound arguments 
the groundlessness of the bourgeois concepts of social development. 


For all these and other questions it is necessary to create considerably 
more collective works by historians and for certain complex problems to 
undertake such collective works on the basis of the joint efforts of 
historians, economists, philosophers, jurists, orientalists, ethno- 
graphers, literary historians and other representatives of the social 
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sciences, lt is necessary to pay attention to formulating a methodology 
of historical research, 


We must also enhance the scientific level and role of the journal 
OBSHCHESTVENNYYE NAUKI V UZBEKISTANE, 


The task of eliminating trivial subject matter in the historians' work 
is still on the agenda. It is necessary to considerably improve the 
organization of coordinating work and raise it to its proper height. It 
was to exchange experience and discuss topical problems of historical 
science that this conference was convened. 


M.A. Akhunova, director of the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences Institute of 
History and corresponding member of the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences, 
described in the paper "Topical Problems of the Further Development of 
Historical Science in Uzbekistan at the Current Stage" the state of the 
historians’ scientific research in the period since the 25th party con- 
gress and in the 3 years which have elapsed since the previous conference 
of the republic's historians. Such works as "Oktyabr' i rastsvet 
Sovetskogo Uzbekistana" [October and the Blossoming of Soviet Uzbekistan], 
the two-volume "Istoriya intelligentsii Uzbekistana" [History of the 
Uzbekistan Intelligentsia], "Istoriya rabochego klassa Sovetskogo 
Karakalpakistana"” [History of the Working Class of Soviet Karakalpakistan], 
"Istoriya Bukhary" [History of Bukhara], "Istoriya Khorezma" [History of 
Khorezm], "Stroitel'stvo sotsializma v Sredney Azii i sovremennyy antikom- 
munizm" [The Building of Socialism in Central Asia and Contemporary Anti- 
commnism], "Protiv fal'sifikatsii istorii pobedy Sovetskoy viasti v 
Sredney Azii i Kazakhstane" [Against Falsification of the History of the 
Victory of Soviet Power in Central Asia and Kazakhstan] and others were 
prepared and published in the 10th 5-Year Plan. The collective monograph 
"Druzhba narodov--kharakternaya cherta sotsialisticheskogo obraza zhizni" 
[Friendship of the Peoples--A Characteristic of the Socialist Way of 
Life] is being printed, and work on the first volume of the two-volume 
study "Istoriya kolkhoznogo krest 'yanstva Uzbekistana" [History of 
Uzbekistan's Kolkhoz Peasantry] is being completed. 


The contacts of Uzbekistan's historians with the historians of other repub- 
lics of the Soviet East and scientific centers of Moscow and Leningrad 
have broadened and strengthened. The republic's historians participate 

in scientific congresses, symposia and conferences. The Uzbek SSR Academy 
of Sciences Institute of History tries to coordinate its work with the VUZ 
historians, in conjunction with whom, in particular, certain of the above- 
mentioned works were prepared. A three-volume study entitled "Uzbekistan 
v period Velikoy Otechestvennoy voyny Sovetskogo Soyuza (1941-1945)" 
[Uzbekistan at the Time of the Soviet Union's Great Patriotic War (1941- 
1945)] is currently being prepared for publication with the participation 
of scholars of the Tashkent State University, the Samarkand State Univer- 
sity, the Tashkent State Foreign Language Pedagogical Institute, the Tash- 
kent State Pedagogical Institute and the Institute of Party History. The 
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major three-volume study "latoriya lashkenta @ drevneyshikh vremen do 
nashikh dney" [History of Tashkent from the Oldest Times to Our Time] 
will be created by historians in conjunction with VUZ workers, archaeolo- 
gists and art critics, and the books "Uzbekistan v period « «vitogo 
sotslalizama” [Uzbekistan in the Period of Developed Soctaliom) and the 
two-volume work "Istoriya kul'tury narodov Uzbekistana s drevneyshikh 
vremen do nashikh dney" [History of the Culture of the Uzbekistan Peoples 
from the Oldest Times to Our Time] will be published in the llth 5-Year 
Plan. 


The Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences Institute of History and the republic's 
VUZ's are also taking into consideration the desires of the participants 
in the previous historians’ conference for the creation of a series of 
study aids for schools and VUZ's and Uzbek SSR history primers, It is 
planned, among other things, to prepare a major collection of information 
about Uzbekistan from authors of olden days, the Middle Ages and recent 
times. 





It is gratifying that the history of Uzbekistan of the period of mature 
socialism is occupying an ever larger place in the works of our historians. 


At the same time it has to be admitted that the dispersal of scientific 
forces, trivial subject matter and parallelism are still to be observed. 
It is essential to further unite social science specialists for a study 
of topical complex problems and to enhance the ideological-theoretical 
and scientific level of research. The scheduled creation of a republic 
coordinating council for the historical sciences will contribute to the 
solution of these problems. It is also essential to improve personnel 
training. There is currently a big need for highly skilled personnel in 
the sphere of ethnography, ancient history and that of the Middle Ages, 
archaeology and historiography. For this reason it would be advisable 
to increase the number of resident graduate research course places and 
also to offer the Institute of History and the republic's VUZ'S specific 
graduate research training in the scientific establishments of Moscow and 
Leningrad and initiate the practice of our specialists undergoing a quali- 
fication apprenticeship in the country's principal scientific centers. 





Candidate of Historical Sciences V.G. Chebotareva, deputy director of 

the Uzbekistan Communist Party Central Committee Institute of History, 
illustrated in the paper "Certain Results and Tasks of a Further Improve- 
ment in Research in the Sphere of Party-History Science in the Republic” 
the institute's scientific activity in the past few years, emphasizing the 
tremendous influence ot directing party documents and the speeches of L.I. 
Brezhnev and other party and government leaders for the further develop- 
ment of party-history science, which have enriched it with new theoretical 
conclusions and propositions. 


Three years ago a historians’ conference was held under the auspices of 
the Uzbekistan Communist Party Central Committee. Its recommendations 
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were taken into consideration, and today it may be stated that a number 
of the questions raised are being solved. The scale of party-history 
studies has expanded. The republic's scholars participated in the crea- 
tion of the multivolume history of the CPSU. Such summary works as 
"Minuya kapitalizm" [Bypassing Capitalism), "Na putyakh k kommunizmu" 

lOn the Pathe Toward Communism), "Natsional'naya politika KPSS v deystvii" 
[The CPSU's Nationality Policy in Action], "Kommunisticheskaya partiya 
Uzbekistana vo glave sotsialisticheskogo stroitel'stva" [The Uzbekistan 
Communist Party at the Head of Socialist Building], and others, which 
were created by the joint efforts of specialists in general history and 
party history, were positively appraised by the scientific community. 
Individual specific subjects of party-history science were also worked 

up simultaneously. Works were published which revealed the Uzbekistan 
Communist Party's leading role in the sphere of the republic's economy 
and the Uzbekistan party organization's activity to enhance the scien- 
tific-technical level and efficiency of production and organize socialist 
competition. The first works appeared illustrating on a party leadership 
plane a systemic, comprehensive approach to the management of production 
and culture. 





The publications of recent years collate the theoretical and practical 
experience of the Uzbekistan Communist Party--a combat detachment of the 
CPSU--in the struggle for the establishment of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat and the accomplishment of the tasks of socialist and commun- 
ist building. A most important trend of the research into party history 
and party building is the scientists’ increased attention to revealing 
the regularities of party activity under the conditions of developed 
socialism and reinforcing its political, ideological and organizational 
influence on all aspects of the life of Soviet society. The institute has 
planned for the llth 5-Year Plan publication of the summary works "Teoriya 
i praktika partiynogo stroitel'stva v usloviyakh nekapitalisticheskogo 
razvitiya" [Theory and Practice of Party Building Under the Conditions 

of Noncapitalist Development] and "“Leninskiye printsipy partiynogo 
stroitel'stva v deystvii (na etape zrelogo sotsializma)" [Lenin's 
Principles of Party Building in Action (at the Stage of Mature Socialism)], 
the preparation for publication in Uzbek of the multivolume "KPSS v 
rezolyutsiyakh s''yezdov, konferentsiy i plenumov" [The CPSU in Congress, 
Conference and Plenum Decrees] and others. 


At the same time the regularities and singularities of the development 

of the political system of mature socialism and of the strengthening of 
the role of the public organizations and labor collectives remain insuf- 
ficiently researched. What is needed is a more profound study of the 
leading role of the CPSU and the republic's party organization in the 
socialist transformation of the village and the history of implementation 
of the party's agrarian policy in the period of developed socialism. 

The time has come to collate the historical experience of implementation 
of Lenin's program of the cultural revolution on the scale of the entire 
Central Asian region and to reveal the international significance of the 
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practical activity of the CPSU's national detachments in the sphere of 
leadership of the political and social processes occurring in Soviet 
society, We need to continue to investigate the history of the spread 
of Marxist-Leninist ideas and the formation of the socialist consclous- 
ness of the working people of Uzbekistan. The problems of the changes 
in the social mentality of the peasants in the course of socialist 
building, overcoming the vestiges of bourgeois and petit bourgeois 
ideology and many other problems require more intensive study. 


Prof B.V. Lunin, head of the Department of Historiography of the Uzbek 

SSR Academy of Sciences Institute of History, dwelt in his speech on such 
an important branch of historical science as historiography. A relatively 
rapid and multifaceted development of historiography has been observed in 
the republic in recent years. The number of historiographical publica- 
tions and dissertations is multiplying. Courses and special courses on 
historiography are conducted in the Tashkent State University imeni 

V.1. Lenin, pedagogical institutes and the Tashkent State University 
Social Science Lecturers Improvement Institute. 


At the same time there is still much fragmentation, amateurishness and 
dilettantism in this work. It would be useful in this connection to 
convene the first conference of the republic's historians working in the 
historiography sphere. It is essential to also devote more attention to 
training historiographers. It would also be good, if only every now and 
then, to publish collections of scientific work specially on historio- 
graphical subject matter. 


Research workers are currently confronted with a big task--creating major 
historiographical works on such problems as the history of the national 
liberation and revolutionary movement in Uzbekistan, history of the com- 
munist movement and party organization of the republic, history of the 
formation and development of the alliance of the working class and peasantry 
in Uzbekistan, the development and improvement of national relations and 
the formation of the society of mature socialism with reference to the 
territory of the Soviet East and many others. 





R.Kh. Aminova, corresponding member of the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences, 
described the research into the history of the peasantry and national 
relations being conducted in the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences Institute 
of History. The multifaceted processes occurring in the economic and 
cultural Life of the contemporary Soviet peasantry of Uzbekistan are 
particularly topical. There is exceptional interest in a study of the 
process of the implementation of the party's policy of agrarian-industrial 
integration and interfarm specialization. The history of national relations 
at the current stage should also be a subject of detailed and diverse 
elaboration. The republic's historians have to embark on the creation of 
the large series of works “Istoriya gorodov i sel Uzbekistana" [History 
of the Cities and Villages of Uzbekistan], for whose preparation it will 
be necessary to draw up detailed prospectuses and to enlist, in addition 
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to specialists, the public, ie is time for the republic's historians to 
master mathematical methods of processing historical-statistical material, 
which will multiply and expand the research base, 


It is also necessary to engage more frequently in the practice of out-of- 
town historians’ sessions and their meetings with scientists of Moscow, 
Leningrad and other scientific centers and undertake the wide-ranging 
discussion of new historical works. 


Doctor of Historical Sciences K.Kh. Khasanov, head of the History of the 
CPSU Department of the evening division of the Tashkent Pedagogical 
Institute, drew attention to the need for a further study of the great 
legacy of V.1. Lenin with respect to the East, noting, among other things, 
that there has not yet been a complete study of the question of V.I. Lenin's 
direct leadership of the activity of the party organizations of Central 
Asia. Party-history research into questions of socialist internationalism 
and into the historiography of the history of the Uzbek Communist Party 

is lagging behind. It is also necessary to step up research work on expos- 
ing the falsifiers of the history of socialist and communist building in 
our republic. It would be desirable to organize a special, perhaps, regional 
council for all Central Asia and Kazakhstan which would facilitate the co- 
ordination and strengthening of work on this problem. It is also necessary 
to improve the training of party-history science personnel through graduate 
training programs and to change the procedure of granting VUZ's the right 
to publish their scientific works. 


M.Yu. Yuldashev, member of the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences, stated that 
many capable and talented historians in the republic are studying the 
Soviet period of the history of Uzbekistan. At the same time the train- 
ing of research assistants for a study of Uzbekistan's prerevolutionary 
history is lagging behind here. It is essential to »ay the most serious 
attention to the training of specialists with a consuamate knowledge of 
oriental languages--Arabic and Persian--and also the Arabic script of 
Uzbek in order that they might study the most valuable historical sources 
in the original. 


Prof G.A. Khidoyatov, dean of the Tashkent State University imeni V.I. 
Lenin History Faculty, emphasized that the party Central Committee decrees 
are aimed at enhancing the relative significance of the social sciences, 
including historical science. Historians must not forget that the history 
of Soviet society, including that of Central Asia, is an important target 
of the ideological struggle. It is known, for example, that Stanford 
University (California) and other learning centers of the United States 
are preparing voluminous works on the history of Central Asia, particu- 
larly a two-volume work on the “history of nationalism” in Central A-‘a. 
It may be predicted that many of its aspects will be presented in the 

said publications in the distorting mirror of anti-Sovietism. Thus a 
central task confronting us is an intensification of the struggle against 
foreign falsifiers of the past and present of the Central Asian peoples. 
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It is further necessary to constantly raise the scientific and ideological- 
theoretical level of the historical works, It has tc be mentioned that 
works are still being published in the republic which contain a simple 
enumeration of facts and which fail to show, for example, what an acute 
class struggle accompanied the coming into being of Soviet power in 
Uzbekistan. The problem of the training of scientific personnel is also 
linked with this. The contemporary historian needs profound and diverse 
knowledge. The philosopher and sociologist should be combined in him; he 
must be able to generalize and draw profound conclusions and not merely 
State what occurred and how in such-and-such a century and such-and=such 
a year. 


It is essential to increase the coordination of the scientific activity 

of the Uzbek SSR Institute of History as the pivotal scientific establish- 
ment in Uzbekistan and the scientific activity of the republic's VWU2's. 
There is an urgent need for the creation of a department of historiography 
and source study in the Tashkent State University imeni V.I. Lenin. 


M.M. Khayrullayev, corresponding member of the Uzbek SSR Academy of 
Sciences, emphasized the importance of mutual information between repre- 
sentatives of different branches of the social sciences, without which 
their further development is impossible. The journal OBSHCHETVENNYYE 
NAUKI V UZBEKISTANE should be the coordinator and information officer 

of all the social sciences in the republic. The most comprehensive solu- 
tion of major scientific problems should be effected by the joint efforts 
of philosophers, economists, historians, jurists and other specialists 
and kept under the supervision of the social science departments and the 
Presidium of the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences. It is precisely thus, 
for example, that the Uzbek SSR Academy of Sciences Institute of Philo- 
sophy and Law plans to create the three-volume work 'Sotsial'no- 
ekonomicheskoye i kul'turnoye razvitiye sela Uzbekistana" [Socioeconomic 
and Cultural Development of the Uzbek Countryside]. The unification of 
the efforts of all social scientists is also essential for the struggle 
against the pseudoscientific concepts of the bourgeois falsifiers. 


Prof A.F. Vodolazskiy, head of the CPSU History Department of the Tash- 
kent Order of the Labor Red Banner Medical Institute, presented concrete 
proposals on the creation of a number of works on topical problems of 
party-history subject matter. Thus the preparation of major works devoted 
to the realization of party standards in the life of society under the 
conditions of the building of communism and also to the philosophical 
principles of party building would be opportune. The Institute of Party 
History would be performing good work were it to prepare for publication 
a brochure revealing the principal landmarks of the history of the forma- 
tion and activity of the Uzbekistan Communist Party Central Committee and 
to publish it in a mass edition in Uzbek and Russian. This would facili- 
tate the work of scientists, VUZ lecturers and students. The speaker 
believed that all-party and all-state problems should also occupy a 

large place in the party historians’ research activity. 














Prof D.A, Aliamuradov, dean of the History Faculty of the Tashkent State 
Pedagogical inetitute imeni Nigami, described the pedagogical VUZ's tasks 
in the sphere of the study of history, noting that definite successes had 
been achieved in recent years in the development of scientific research 
work, Subjects are being researched comprehensively, and a start has 
been made on the publication of multisubject collections, particularly 

in VUZ's with history faculties or departments. But there are still 
shortcomings in the organization of scientific work. Thue the appro- 
priate conditions for thie have not yet been created in all pedagogical 
VUZ's. Leeturers in receipt of leave for atudy, qualification apprentice- 
ship tours and improvement<inetitute terme do not always take full advan- 
tage of these possibilities. Ineufficient attention is paid to graduate 
studentr and competitors, Not everywhere are there permanent ec tentific- 
theoretical seminars and other facilities for them. 


Our main task is to enhance the ideological-theoretical and scientif i 
level of problem-solving historical research. It is also essential to 
adopt 4 more serious attitude toward ecientific publications. It should 
not simply be a question of affording an opportunity of publishing as much 
as possible but also of selecting that which is really worthy of publica- 
tion. 





T. Saidkulov, head of the CPSU History Department of the Samarkand Agri- 
cultural Institute, shared hie experience of the coordination of the 
scientific research work of the departments and VUZ's undertaken by the 
Rectore Council of the Samarkand State University imeni Navoi and also 
reported that in the period 1981-1985 the social departments would be 
working on the problem "A Further Improvement in Social Relationships in 
the Process of the Industrialization of Agricultural Production in Usbek- 
istan.” This conference convinces us that this is a very pertinent 
subject. Samarkand scientists are also displaying an interest in ques- 
tions of historiography and studying, among other things, the historio- 
graphy of the history of the Komsomol. The extensive study of the 
history of the socialist cities and villages is also an urgent task. 


Taking advantage of the occasion, | would like to mention the need to 
broaden research into probleme of calligraphy and epigraphy and training 
the corresponding specialists. 


Prof A.M. Yuldashev, head of the CPSU History Department of the Tashkent 
State Pedagogical Inetitute imeni Nigami, drew attention to the unsatis- 
factory state of the scientific apparatus of many dissertations and fre- 
quentiy of the works of historians and even leading scientists. In 
particular, certain authore borrow archive data from the scientific works 
of other research workers and directly refer here to archive collections. 
Such instances are absolutely intolerable. 


Publication of the most valuable archive documents in special collections 
appears a highly important question. 
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The proposal on an improvement in coordination in the sphere of historio- 
graphical studies and on the convening of a conference of historians 
working on this problem should be approved, 


Delivering the closing remarks, E.Yu. Yusupov, member of the Ushbek SSK 
Academy of Sciences, expressed confidence that the advice, wishes and 
recommendations expressed by the conferees would raise historical science 
in Usbekistan to a higher level and acquainted those present with the 
structure and planned composition of the republic Historical Science 
Coordinating Council which is currently being set up and which will fune-= 
tion under the auspices of the Usbek SSR Academy of Sciences Presidium, 
The conference unanimously appreved the measures in this field, 
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